Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



ilized by Google 



ilized by Google 



ilized by Google 



iiizedbv Google 



,i,zedi!v Google 



Dci,l,zedl!,G00glc 



ilized by Google 



Dcmized by Google 



TRANSLATORS PREFACE. 

I WISH to be distinctly understood as in no. 
respect adopting the opinions of the learned 
Apologist in the following pages. It is impos- 
sible to read Mr. Rose's pamphlet without ad- 
miring the talent and research of its author, 
and being convinced that his. Strictures upon 
the Religious condition o£ Protestant Ger- 
many are but too well foimded. The alle- 
gations in his Sermons are poweriidly 
sustained by the extracts in his notes, and 
evince an extent of acquaintance with German 
theology rarely equalled amongst our English^ 
divines. It was to be expected that an as- 
sailant so formidable should have awakened 
some redoubtable antagonist ; and accordingly, 
no sooner had his book appeared, than it was 
translated (anonymously*) into German for that 
especial purpose. Two champions immediately 
entered the lists, — the eloquent Dr. Ammon 

* Generally attributed to KoseiunuMer. 
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^Dresden, and the erudite Dr. Bretschneider 
of Gotha.* The former, in a few bitter and 
sarcastic pages of the " Unveranderliche Ein- 
heit der Evangelischen Kirche," 1836 (a pe- 
riodical under his own management,) charges 
Mr. Rose, full tilt, with " petulance, presump^ 
tion, ingratitude, ignorance, (classical, histori- 
cal, and theological,) misrepresentations, bar- 
barisms, anachronisms," and sundry other isms. 
Indeed, the good Doctor furnishes a striking 
example of a man who having lost his temper 
completely loses sight of his argument. 

Mr. Rose had happened to say, *' All these 
sentiments of Wegscheider are repeated by 
Ammon ;" " Doderlein quotes Anunon's Christ- 
ology," 6cc. To which the Doctor triimiphantly 
rgoins, " How could this "be ? Ammon's 'Smn- 
ma' appeared in 1803, and Wegscheider's'Dog- 
matik* in 1815: Ammon's Ghristology was 
first published in 1794, and Doderlein died in 



* A furious attack was also made u[>oii Mr. Hose, and the 
whole of the English Episcopal Church, ia two coiuecutive 
numbers of the " Allgeineine Kirchenzeitung," (Oct. 1826.) 
a journal published four times a week by Or. Ztminerman 
of Darmatadt. 
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1792." But had the irritated Doctor looked 
to the preceding page he would have seen 
Mr. Rose's meaning in the parallel note. " All 
these views of Wegscheider are held by 
Ammon." Anachronism there is none. As 
to Doderlein, it is not only perfectly pos- 
sible that a work not published till 1794 may 
have been seen and quoted by an author who 
died in 1792; it is not only exceedingly pro- 
baUe from the congenial sentiments of the 
parties ; but whether possible or probable, 
it is a positive fact, that Doderlein does quofe 
Affimon's " Entwurf Einen.Christologie, A. T." 
(Erlangen 1794.) Let Ammcm expkin it how 
he can. (See Doderlein Instit. Theol. Ghriat. 
vol. u. p, 221.) Further : Mr. Rose asserts that 
Amjnon retracted some of his notions. " No !" 
says the indignant Doctor ; " I scorn to retract 
an opinion." But Mr. Rose gave his autliority, viz. 
" Archives duChristianisme," Nov. 1824, p. 488. 
If then the Doctor feels his consistency im- 
pugned, let him break a lance with the author of 
the '' Archives." Ammon stoutly maintains, that 
the Protestant church of Germany is far better 
disciplined than the church of England ; and 
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its religious services more spiritual and deco- 
rous. And to prove this patriotic assertion, 
he appeals (credite posteri!) to "Moore's Life 
of Sheridan I" from which he quotes an anecdote 
of a nameless dignitary who was dining at She- 
ridan's house one Saturday, and for whom 
Sheridan wrote a satirical sermon, vphich his 
unsuspecting guest delivered with impei^ 
turbable gravity next morning, to the great 
discomposure of his congregation ! " Now 
such an event/' says the Doctor, " could never 
occur in Germany!" Verily, this is a staggererl 
We recommend Dr. Ammon carefully to study 
a certain book called " Joe Miller;" it abounds 
mfacetice equally apposite and equally crecUble. 
One remark more. The manner in which 
Anunon, in his Review, speaks of miracles,* is 
a iidl justification of Mr. Rose's censure, viz. 
" That the miracles axe treated by German 

* " Wheth«r Jesus walked on or in the sea; — wbetlu^ it 
was madness or the evil Spirit, which destroyed the herd of 
■wiue ; — whether the fish brought to Peter a newly coined 
stater in its mouth, or one uncoined, like Aurora rising with 
golden mouth, is of little, very little importance. Ntme 
but an exegetical coxcomb can apprehend from hence any 
danger to his puny soul." — (Ammon Unver. Ijnheit, p. 52, 
Zweites Heft. Dresden, 1826. 
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th^logiauft with the most entire contempt:" 
and his ignorance of the real st^te of the 
JSnglish diurch will beat appear by the follow- 
ing passf^. 

" We should have had no excuse for noticlug this con- 
temptible producdoD, (Mr. Rose's Sermons,) if die Author 
had not put himself forward as die organ of that dogiiiatical 
Utter-system which cramps the Ei^lish Episcopal Church in 
narrow formularies, and has degraded her from that free 
world of thought, wherein she ought to expadate and act, 
into a subserviency to the commands of the state. Tlw 
reiterated complaints, that in her conflicts with the Dis- 
senters, especially the Methodists, she maintains herself 
solely by external force, and luu more regard to eccle- 
siastical legality than to genuine religious feeling and 
spirituality, are founded, not on the Thirty-nine Articles, 
which are wholly modelled from our own symbolic books, 
but on the Mnion between Church uid State ; on the oppres- 
sive aristocracy of the higher clergy ; and chie%, that the 
clergy of that church are rather philologists, historians, and 
sdentific authors, than religious philosophers, industnodB 
observers of mord providences and Christian wisdom, who 
can distinguish the living word of God from the ' letter that 
killeth.' What would oar Gennan co;igregations say, if &.ett 
preachers were every Sunday to deliver moral diatribes, exe- 
getico-critical essays, extracts from Aristotle and Maximas 
Tyrius, or prosy dogmatical dissertations like those of Tillot- 
son, and other of their celebrated preachers."— -(Ammon. 
Unver. Einh. 1826, p. 53.) 

So much for Dr. Ammon. Now for hi$ 
brother in arms, the renowned Dr. Bretschnei- 
der. His " Apologi/" appeared almost syn- 
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chronically with Amnion's Review. It was 
armotuiced in Germany as a master-piece of 
criticism ;—rthe utter and absolute demolition 
of Mr. Rose's literary and theological fame. 
■The Literary Journal of Gottingen raved in 
admiration of it; and Professor Beck, of 
Leipzig, strongly recommended its translation 
into English. I was seduced by these flatter- 
ing panegyrists to read it with some care; 
and, after an accurate collation of it with Mr. 
Rose's pamphlet; to comply with the Profes- 
sor's suggestion, (though with very different 
motives,) and present it to the pubUc in 
an English garb. How far it justifies these 
encomiums the public can best decide. , I con- 
fess, it strikes me as a miserable failure; in 
which assertion is substituted for argument, 
and invective for refutation.* 

* After these sheets had gone to press, I accidentally 
learned that Mr. Rose had prepared a fnll reply to Dr. Bret- 
schneider'g Apology; the first part of which has appeared in 
the " Christian Remembrancer " for this month, October. I 
have, therefore, abandoned my original intention of appending 
notes, condemnatory of Bretschneider, and vindicatory of Mr. 
Rose. The latter, indeed, is so fully competent to cope with 
hi« antagonist, that I feel I should only injure him by antici- 
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I avail myself of this opportunity to notice 
the strictures of the " Eclectic Review," (May, 
1827,) on my narrative of the conversion of the 
Prince de Salm-Salm.* The subject of that 
memoir being a German, and the chief actors 
therein being Professor Haffher, and others of 
the school which we usually designate eis 
* Rationalist,' are somewhat germain to the 
matter of the following pages. 

The Re'\'iewer starts with accusing me of " a 
blundering misconstruction of the Duke de 
Montebello's speech ; " and that I " ingeniously 
misconstrued it into a hollow boast of liberality 
on the part of the Roman Catholic church." 
As to the " blundering ingenious miscon- 
struction," if the Reviewer had only added 
the word wilful, the phrase would go near 
to designate his own lucubrations. He 

pating his defence. — T am certaiD of doing him service by 
sending forth Bfetschneider without a comment, 

* "Historical summary of Facts, attending the Conversion 
of his Highness the Prince of Salm-Salm, from the Roman 
Catholic Religion, to tlie Christian Evangelic Worship of 
the Confession of Augsburg." Translated from the original 
by die Rev, W. A. Evanson, M. A. See. &c. Seeley and Son, 
London 1827. 
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denies that the Catholic church hoasts of 
her liberaUty I BUnd^ indeed, and profoundly 
obtuse must be the critic, who has never seen 
or heard of such vain-glorious boastings I Does 
he never read a public journal ? Has he never 
lieard, or read, a CathoHc Agitator's speech in 
a Catholic Associatioa ? What is the topic in 
each and all, reiterated " mquc ad nauseam ? '* 
What, but the liberality of Catholic govern- 
ments* towards their Protestant subjects, con- 
trasted with the so-called exclusiveness of the 
British Protestant constitution ? This was 
palpably intended by the Duke de Montehello's 
speech ; which the Reviewer has wilfully^ but 
not ingeniously, misconstrued; and to which 
the treatment of the Prince of Salm-Salm fur- 
nished a demonstrative contradiction. 

But further : the Reviewer in his charity for 
the continental Neologists, exclaims, " It is not 
a little amusing to find an English clergyman 
citing the sweeping and malignant allegation 
of a police officer, a papist, as evidence re- 

* Catliolic governments, and the Catholic Church, are 
admitted to be identical in this case, by the Reviewer liimsclf. 

Dcmized by Google 



11 

specting the theological tenets of iiU the Pro- 
testant communities on the Continent" The 
allegation referred to was, "Protestants are 
not Christians at all, because they deny the 
divinity of Jesus Christ." Upon which I 
observed, " Did he (the Prefect of Police,) 
learn this from Professor Hafiner's preface? 
or did he only state what is generally known 
abroad, though attempted to be denied in 
England, that the Protestantism of the Con- 
tinent is not even a pure Deism ; that under 
the name of Neology, Reason usurps the place 
of Revelation, and the Holy Scriptures are 
degraded below the subtleties of Leibnitz, or 
the mysticisms of Kant" To this the re- 
viewer replies, "Professor Hafihei's preface 
certainly would not have put him (the Prefect) 
in possession of it. He only adopted a pre- 
vailing calumny that suited his purpose. He 
probably knew as little about the matter, how- 
ever, as Mr. Evanson does about the subtleties 
of Leibnitz, whom he so unjustly depreciates." 
Now, in the Jirst place, the Reviewer has 
either never read, or does not imderstand, Pro- 
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fessor Hdfiner's preface to ihe Bible ; for an 
admirable analysis of which I refer to the 
" Edinburgh Christian Instructor " for January, 
1827 ; merely quoting one passage to the point, 
(p. 44.) 

" > - . - Christ's Deity is out of the question. Many 
opportunities occurofbringingit forward, or alluding to it, in 
the course of the ( Hafliier's) preface, but it is carefully avoided. 
From the way, indeed, in which the author jiniformly apeaks of 
the Saviour, it is clear, that in bis estimation, Christ, thougb 
called by him the Son of God, was not only a mere creature, 
but a mere man!" 

Secondly. I quoted the Prefect's remark, 
not as evidence to the truth, but to the pre- 
valence of the opinion. The able pamphlet of 
Mr. Rose, the speeches of Dr. Tholuck of 
Halle, and Dr. Pye Smith of London, at the 
seventh apd eighth Anniversaries of the Con- 
tinental Society, are incontestible evidences that 
the opinion itself is any thing hut " a malig- 
nant calumny." 

' Thirdly. As to Leibnitz. Will the reader 
believe, that the unjust depreciation of him 
with which I am charged, rests solely on the 
words, "subtleties of ~ Leibnitz?" Has the 
Reviewer ever read (I will not say the 
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works of Leibnitz, for it is self-eyident he 
knows nothii^ about them^ biit) Gibbon's char 
racter of that celebrated writeir? * Will 
«iy man but the Reviewer deny that subtlety 
(in the obvious sense of excessively refined 
reasoning, and abstract speculation,} may be 
safely predicated of his works; or assert, 
liiat so to predicate is to " depreciate him 
most unjusdy " ? If this be not " blundering '* 
(aye, and wilfuQ misconstruction, I know hot 
what is, Niebuhr indeed, the ablest liistorian 
and philologist of Germany, contrasting LeilK 
nitz with Scaliger, whom he eulogizes to the 
highest; exclaims, " Why does not Franee set 
up Scaliger against Leibnitz?" (Rom. Hist 



* " From this metaphysical theory which must be con- 
fessed too hypothetical to afford satisfaction, Leibnitz deduced 
many dogmas respecting the divine nature and operationa,. 
the nature of humaa actions good and evil, natural and 
moral, and other subjects ; which he treats with great sub- 
tlety." — "llie Philosopher betrayed his love of union and* 
toleration,— 'Ais /aith in reveldtion was accused, while Ae 
proved the Trinity by the principles of logic, and in the de- 
fence of the attributes and providence of the Deity, he wa» 
suspected of a secret coriespondeoce with his advei^ar}^ 
Bayle." (Gibbon's Miscel. Works.) 
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Walter's translation, vol. i. p. 18Q, note.) But 
the theologians of Germany atill hold Leibnitz 
in great eslimiation ; and his principles, as 
farther extended and arranged by his disciple: 
Wolff, have gained many admirers in that 
country. ■ 

" But," says the Reviewer, "if it (i. e. the 
Prefect's allegation,) were true, and such were 
the Christianity which the Prince of Salm- 
Salm has embraced, we should see little cause^ 
&r ssitisfaction or triumph in his having de-- 
serted ihe Roman CathoUc faith." In this I 
quite agree. But my hope was, and still is, 
that the Prince will read more independently, 
and derive his theological notions from other 
sources than the instructions of the Strasbui^ 
divines, whose orthodoxy is by no means esta- 
blished by the Prince's evidence thereto. The 
Prince was but a learner ; a conscientious and 
earnest one, no doubt. But the exposition of 
his motives, &c. annexed to his Memoir, may 
&e, (I am far from intimating that it is-,) that 
of a man who utterly disbelieves the divinity of 
Christ ; or, in fact, all that we usually con- 
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sider the distinguishing doctrines of Chris- 
tianity. 

Again : I do not wish to suppose that the 
Reviewer aims, even iTichisiwlyyai me, when he 
be says, "Whatever may be thought of Pro- 
fessor Hafiher's delinquency in the case before 
MS, (i.e. of the Prince Sahn-Salm,) most of 
our readers will be of opinion^ that the malig- 
nant spirit, which, cloaking itself under a zeal 
foT Protestantism and orthodoxy^ ^ories over 
the faults at which Charity would weep, 
and insults the most amiable men by way of 
reclaiming them, is far more criminal, far more 
odious to QoA^ as well as to man." No one 
who recollects the tremendous castigation 
which the Reviewer has received for his apo- 
cryphal and neological predilections from the 
pcmderous arm of the " Edinburgh Cbrktian 
Instructor," will be at a loas to guess the 
primary object of the foregoing tirade. Jortin 
however has pithily remarked, "It requires 
something of a hand ev^ to throw dirt" The 
Reviewer, thou^ no tyro, is still a bungler in 
that trade. As for myself, unconscious of the 
motives which he so imspariagly imputes, I 
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am disposed slightly to parodize the poet's 
words, and say, 

- " _ . _ _ HesigDO qu» dedit et mei 
Virtute me involve." 

Findly : No friend of religious liberty, in its 
proper sense, above all, no Protestant Chris- 
tian, can be indifferent to the state of the 
Protestant religion in the country of Luther, 
the cradle of the Reformation. No lover of 
literature can regard with other than senti- 
ments of grateful affection, that land which 
tfie revival of letters, and the invention of 
typography, "an art which is the chief organ: 
of thought, the chief instrument of civilization, 
and the insurmountable barrier against bar- 
barism," have eternally signalized as the 
birth-place of science and learning. If the 
topics discussed in the following pages shall 
tend to awaken a more keen and patient in- 
vestigation of— a more hvely interest in — and 
a more sober and Christian zeal for the im- 
provement of its religious condition^ my object 
is attained, and I am thankful. 

W. A. EVANSON 

London, Oct, «1, 1827. 
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APOLOGY, 

Mb. Rose's libel on the theology of Germany 
having been circulated amongst us through the 
medium of a German translation, we are com- 
pelled to notice and exhibit its real character^ 
because it is liable to be abused by our mystics 
and zealots, not only to decry the theology of 
our country, but also to misrepresent as cor- 
rupters of religion, a number of respectable and 
estimable theologians, in the eyes of statesmen, 
ministers, and princes, who have but a distant 
acquaintance vrith the subject As Discourses, 
preached before the University of Cambridge, it 
is nothing but a proof that Mr. Rose has looked 
about him somewhat in Germany, and- there 
discovered matters to be different from what 
they are in the high Church of England. Why 
need we Germans trouble ourselves with what 
an Englishman, bloated with prejudice, has 
hastily and superficially noticed amongst us ; or 
what he intentionally misrepresents, or igno- 
rantly misunderstands ? We freely allow him 
c 
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to pay as many compliments as he pleases, at 
our expense, to his reverend colleagueei and su- 
periors at Cambridge, and we do not grudge 
him the pleasure of having demonstrated to his 
frieods what they were fuHy persuaded trf" 
before^ that no part of the world is more 
perfect than England, no church more ex- 
cellent than the high Episcopal Church, with 
its Thirty-nine Articles, and tedious litui^ 1 
But as the officious hand of a German tran- 
slator has planted this hbel on o^r very soil, 
as it is noW disseminated by booksellers in all 
garters, and through all ranks in Germaay, it; 
HC^Iuires the character c^'a formtd^le Denencia- 
timi; which, though it cannot lead any man o£ 
ntelligence astray, yet may perplex inany of the 
ignorant ; and chiefly because we abound in 
those good simpletops, wh(> prefer the manu- 
factures and opinions of foreigners to then" own> 
and find every thing excellent which has crossed 
the Channel, or the North Sea^ We cannot 
therefore persuade ourselves that the unknown 
translator of this libel has done well in givii^ 
it 'publicity in Germany; on the; contrary, 
we think, he has " made himself partaker of 
another man's sins." He says, indeed, in his 
Preface, that his object in translating it, was to 
call the attention of German theologians to this 
calumniator, and excite those who were capa-r 
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fale of Euiswering him. But the calumnies would 
hare required no notice had they been confined 
to Cambndge, while the answer to them is no 
very pleasant task. Not that it is impossible, 
for it may be given most completely, but because 
it must extend to such a size that one may ea> 
sily foresee it would neither be purchased nor 
i-ead by those for whom alone it should be 
written; i. e. the people, men of business, 
statesmen, and ministers. These are the persons 
to whom it should be addressed, because the 
^most superficial theologian can readily convince 
himself of Mr. Rose's failures and misoon- 
eeptions. Besides, calumny is easy, and takes 
up little space in a pamphlet which may be read 
in a few hours ; but the answer requires that 
we should enter deeply into the subject ; exhibit 
the accusation in its hatefid form ; expose all 
the flaws in evidence and inferences ; the so^ 
pbisms, groundless positions and consequences : 
and give a minute and.faithfiil detail of the 
matter at issue ; all which cannot be com- 
prised in a few words. - If we wish to confute 
Mr. Rose thoroughly, we should almost need to 
write a consecutive history of Protestant the- 
ology fi'om the time of the Reformation. 

Happily, there is no general necessity for such 
a refutation, and it is peculiarly needless in the 
case of Mr. Rose. We treat him as a witness, 
c2 
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aiid his work as a printed deposition. NoW/ 
the testimony of any witness is invalidated in 
proportion as he is detected to be 1st, Partial; 
2dly, Deficient in the discemment and informal 
tion necessary to an accurate comprehension and 
understanding of the facts adduced in bis eyi- 
dence ; 3dly, If not through design yet through 
incompetence he represents those facts in fiilse 
^d partial colours ; and 4thly, Puts forward 
his statements^ not as the result of his own 
observation, but borrowed from anonymous 
persons, — especially if it be demonstrable that 
those persons cu*e among the avowed adversa- 
ries of the party accused. Now all this we 
can prove in the CEiae of AJr. Rose ; and having 
done so, the restdt must be, in strict fbrensic 
justice, that his testimony or his accusations ar^ 
wholly unworthy of credit. These accusatipns 
are neither more not less than, that since the 
days of Semler, there has existed in Germany, 
a school of theologians, in which is discoverable 
" a daringness of disbelief, a wantonness of 
blasphemy, which in a, professed unbeliever 
we should expect and understand." (p. 58.) " A 
dreadiul pest which threatens the destruction of 
of all that is dear, sacred, and holy." (p. 59.) 
We have quoted his very words, because an 
honest Grerman would really suppose we were 
falsely imputing frenzy to Mr. Rose, when we 
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mention that lie includes in this tlieological 
school, such names as Kuhnol, Rosenmiillep, 
Ammott, Doderlein, Steinbart, &c. 
"Now that the witness who testifies to sucha 
charge, is partial, appears evidently from the 
charge itself, which is couched in language 
80 unmeasured and hyperbolical, as could 
only apply to Atheists, or woidd presume a 
general insanity amongst the Frotesiout 
teachers in Germany. Our author's expresssions 
«re not even applicable to one of the most con-" 
teinptible ^theologians of former times, Karl 
Friedrich Bahrdt, of whom, though he treated 
the Gospel-history inost unworthily, yet 
it could not he asserted that he threatened 
" the destruction of all that is dear, sacred, and 
holy." Mr. Rose has never read either Bahrdf s 
" Biblische System der Dogmatik," nor his 
" Moral fiir den Biii^rstand,*' else he woirid 
have soon perceived, how exaggerated and 
intemperate - are these accusations. But if 
we apply them to Wegscheider, a theo- 
logian who is the object of Mr. Rose's bitterest 
hatred, on account of his consistent Ra- 
tionalism, they will still more clearly evince 
themselves the overflowing of an inordinately 
excited party-spirit. That learned author, 
in his " Institutio Theologiee Ghristiance " 
has not only admirably developed and ably 
proved the doctrines of the Godhead, Crea- 

Dcmized by Google 



22 

tion. Providence, Moral Liberty, Immortality, 
Rewards and Punishments,^ — which being the 
elementary principles of all religion, as well as 
of Christianity, may certainly be numbered 
amongst those things which are " dear, sacred, 
and holyj" — ^but has also stated his views re- 
specting the Positive in Christianity, with such 
explicitness, that, although he rejects much 
which his contemporaries receive, it is evident 
he recognizes and reveres evert/ thing in matters 
of faith, essential to a christian life. In his In- 
stitutio, (§ 36) he thus speaks of Holy Scrip- 
ture : — " Dubitari nequit quin canons Novi 
Testaijienti, reli^onis Christianee teritatisque 
divine per earn sancta, documenta et antiquis- 
shna etfde dignissima contaneantur."* And, al- 
though he rejects the theory of immediate reve» 
lation, yet he acknowledges ($ 44) that there 
was in Jesus, and the authors of Holy Scrip- 
ture, a mediate divine revelation : and he even 
deduces the following inference : — 

" Que cum ita sint, in iostitutioDe pbpulari videndum, om- 
nique studio in eo elaborandum est, ut remotts artificiosis illis 
conjecturis ac qusestiuuculis difficilibus et parum Iructuosis, 
f^ux ciica revelationem ac libronim S. S. imtpirationeni 

* " There is no doubt that the canon of the NeW Testae 
ment containB the most ancient and credible documents of the 
Christian religion, and of the i/ivine trutkwiacb itsanctioa." 
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recaitiori demum iBtale prolutie sunt, religionis ChrisUaiiEe 
sieut Scriptura sacrie orJgo in universum a Deo auctore 
derivetur illiuaque argumentum ver^ divinum in dies rectius 
intellectum, tanquam ab ipso Deo profectuni ac verum verbiitti' 
Dei, omnibas cammendetur et ad vite usum traiisferatur."<t 

With these sentiments every supematurtJisf 
will coincide, because it is unquestionable that 
the theory of a distinction between mediate and 
immediate revelation, is not one for popular in- 
struction. We might easily extend these re- 
marks; were this the proper place: but the 
extracts given, will suffice to shew that Mr. 
Rose's expressions, ** a dreadfid pest, which 
threatens the destruction of all that is sacred,"* 
are positively &lse, and an odious exaggeration, 
resulting from party prejudice. 

I do not agree with the rationalist system of 
Dr. Wegscheider, as will evidently a^ear by 
referring to my printed works ; but still, one 
who, like Dr. Wegscheider, acknowledges the 
Holy Scriptures as the word of God, whether 
mediately, or immediately; who strenuously 

* " This being the caae, in a popular institution we should 
most enrnestly and anxiously endeavour, that laying aside all 
the ar^<nal conjectures, and difficult and useless questiont 
as to revelation and the inspiration of Scripture, which have 
been stirred- in a later ^e,— the orij^n of Christianity and of 
Scripture should be universallj derived irom God ; and its 
corneals, which are truly divine, should be recommended to 
all men as if proceeding It<»ii God and being his true word, 
and be thus transferred to the uses of daily life." 
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maintains the necessity of continually giving 
instruction in their divine contents, as the rule 
and standard, both of faith and practice ; who 
expresses himself on the subject of Christianity 
as Wegscheider does in § 44, of the " Institu- 
tions," viz : — 

" Quum princeps ille Christiaiuc religionis auctor in ea 
institueuda summam sanctitatem et pietatem cum purissimis 
Tirtutis pneceptis coiijunxerit, eoque ipso voluntati divinte 
egre^ se accommodaverit, quumque ex ejus instituti initiis 
et progressu facile cogaoscatur aivina providentia auxilium 
tt favorem ei mirifici profuisie, summo jure religionis 
Christians^ inslitutio Dei ipsiws opus et munus habetur eodera- 
que jure Jesus ejusque apostoli Dei Legati atque Ministri 
habentur."* 

— ^who consequently acknowledges Christian- 
ity as a divine- dispensation, and that Jesus 
and his apostles were the ambassadors and mi- 
nisters of God ; — of such a man it cannot be 
asserted, except through misapprehension, or 
pEirty prejudice, that he " threatens the destruc- 
tion of all that is dear, sacred, and holy." The 
difference between Mr. Rose, and Dr. Weg- 
scheider as respects the origin of Christianity, 

* '* As the Author of the Christian religion, in institiiting 
k, comhined the highest sanctity aaA piety with the purest 
precepts of virtue, and thus admirably accommodated himself 
to the divtTK will, and as both from the origin and ppogrea 
of that religion, it is easily discoverable that the help and fa-f 
veuF of Providence wonderfully assisted him ; therefore the 
-institution of Christianity is most justly accounted tht work 
of God himself, and with equal justice, Jesus and bis apostles 
are accounted the messengers and ministers of God." 
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amounts to this, — the former maintains, that 
God enlightened Jesus and the apostles with 
the knowledge of divine truth, in a supematurat* 
and immediate manner. But Wegscheider be- 
lieves indeed that this illiunination did emanate 
from God, for the salvation of the world ; not 
however, by his miraculous immediate influence 
on the reason of Jesus, and the apostles; but 
by his ordinary and continually operating 
energy which we designate under the name of 
Divine Providence. Now, however great the dif-: 
ferenceinay be thought between those two ideas, 
yet» it is " evident that : there exists in both 
cases a religious belief which infiuences the 
mind to. obedience, and engenders practical 
religion ; and in both cases Chrisiifuiity is 
reverenced as a dispensation from God. 
Whoever condemns Wegscheider's views 
as irreligion, as a " daringness of disbelief," 
must equally condemn the apostle Paul, A^ho 
addressing the Pagan Athenians, uprai this uni- 
versal enei^ of the Godhead, says, (Acts 
xvii. 27.) " God is not far from every one of us, 
for in him we live, and move, and have our 
being." If two farmers, enjoying favourable 
weather for their fields, equally ascribe the 
harvest to God ; but one of them maintains 
that the rain and the sunshine entirely depend 
on a special decree of God, and a movement of 
his will, exercising an influence which exceeds 
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tbe constantly proceeding energy of Oodj 
upon the cloucb, the atmosphere, and- the sun 
itftelf: while the other maintains that the wear 
ther depends on the constantly proceeding 
energy of God, according to which, the powers 
of nature do not exert themsdiyes one in&- 
jDMit independent ci his wIU and power> but 
are constantly regulated by him : — aorely nothing 
but ignorance could regard and pronounce the 
former,! a " rdigious,? and the latter, an "irre- 
ligious man.". Each considers llie faarrestasa 
gift of God; each Setsla himself eqo^y bound 
thereby to gratitsde andprbi^e. Notfauigthfires- 
fore but blind prejudice could have so stultified 
Mr. Rose, that he hurls these anathemas 
against a religious opinion, which, in its pracr 
ticcd' results varies nothing from his own, and 
only differs as respects mode and manner. 

§ 2. We have no need to ask how Mr. Hose 
acquired such prejudices. Indeed, he depicts 
himself in his own book, in a state of bigotry 
and ignorance, plainly evincing that hisprejqr 
dices and intemperance result not so much from 
a bad disposition* a« from a palpable imbeoiUty 
of the understanduig; which renders him wh<^y 
incapable of correctly apprehending, and justly 
appreciating the march of German theology. 

He presents himself to us under the following 
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aspect. — Nurtured in tlie bosom of the E^liah 
Episcopal Church, he has most sincerely ado{^d 
the formulary of faith which, prevwls- in that 
ciHiununiottj as the only true exhibition of Chris- 
tianity ; and is one of those zealously orthodox 
Englishmen, who think all true theology com- 
prehended in the 'Qurty^nine Articles of ^e 
English Church. It never occurred to him to ea- 
amine this belief, asJie repeats (p.-28.) the prin- 
ci{Je of his church> that the Fathers of the fintt 
three or four centuries, are the most competezit 
witnesses of what was taught by Jesus and Ok 
apostles, and of the sense in which H<dy Scrip- 
ture is to be understood. A man who could biake 
such an assertion, has never read the Fathers, 
else he would utterly renounce so egregious an 
error. But Mr. Rose never ccmsidars it permis- 
sible for a moment that tbe tfaedogy: of his 
church should be subjected to any test. "We are 
fortunate enough " he says (p. 12.) to possess in 
the binding power of the Thirty-nine Articles, 
in the controuling form of our peculiar system 
of church-government, and in our Liturgy,— 
means which protect us against that eviL^' (i:e. 
of KKamining the creed of ffie church.) In hi^ 
opinion, (p. 108.) "A servant of the church 
must no longer think his own thoughts, nor form 
his own plans ; but he must teach what the 
church commands: even though he discovers 
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errors, still it belongs not to him to remedy the 
:SSTtor, or supply the deficiency." Mr. Rose 
tiierefore has proceeded with his eyes shut, in 
■the beaten highway of the Episcopal Church, 
:and as invsoiably must be the case with all who 
-renounce their own right of enquiry, believes 
most earnestly, that all true theology, and all 
Christianity, are wholly and exclusively com- 
-prised in the. Thirty-nine Articles, and the Li- 
^turgy of his church. Frwn this indolent ease 
he bas.at length been disturbed, by a discovery, 
^exceedingly disagreeable to one whu acts on the 
piiBciple of invariably renouncing private judg- 
^entjuamely, that ituAno/'.s Commentary on the 
,'New Testameni; and Rosenmuller's Scholia oh 
the Old, together with Sckteusner's Lexicon, have 
•been much used in England, by students of theo- 
logy ; and moreover finds that these works, (not 
jexcepting Schleusner's Lexicon,) contain much of 
tiie " poison " of heresy ; by which the students 
«iay be led beyond the Thirty-nine Articles. 
iF-all of anxiety at the importation of this poison 
into his native country, he takes an accurate 
survey oi German theology, in the course of a 
.pbilf^ogical tour in Germany, in order, on his 
return home, to warn his countrymen against 
l^erman authors, and to deprive the latter 
of the credit which they have acquired in Eng- 
land ; as well as to substantiate the happy con- 
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dition of the divines of the English Episcopal 
Church who '* think not their own thoughts" but 
those of the Thirty-nine Articles. He there- 
fore put on his coloured spectacles, through 
which he ^yisHed to contemplate Germany, and 
German tlieologians ; and we cannot wonder at 
his discovering what he so anxiously sought, 
namely, materials for accusation. 

Hence has originated an inconsistency in 
the Rev. author, which, though in one respect 
it proves the honesty of his heart, yet, in an- 
other, exhibits the weakness of his head, and 
that defectiveness in knowledge and discrimin- 
ation, which has conjured up so many spectres 
to his view. He, who as a servant of the Epis- 
copal Church, would have felt bound in con-: 
science "not to think his own thoughts," found 
himself so overwhehned and out-generalled by 
the learning which prevails in Germanyi that 
he breaks out repeatedly into bursts of wondez^ 
ment, at the extent and comprehensiveness of 
German erudition : " No man," says he, (Pref. 
p. ix.) " at all acquainted with the depth and ex- 
tent of their researches in every branch of Ute- 
rature, can hesitate to place the Germans in the 
first rank of European nations." — ■" But our ae^ 
quaintance with German literature (in England) 
is at present lamentably confined and defective" 
If however Mr. Rose conceived that all branches 
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6f science in Germany had thriven to an un- 
wonted degree, (of which there prevails a 1am- 
^itable ignorance in England) he should also 
have recollected that this must exercise a great 
influence upon tbeology, which is itself a science, 
and that our clergy are a very diiferent class 
from those of the Episcopal Church, in which 
BO man " thinks his own thoughts," or ever ven- 
tures to do 80. He does not, indeed, overlook 
that the general march of science must compd 
theologians also to be on the advance. He 
found proof of this in their writings, and 
honestly confesses it, (unless the opinions 
which he delivers were communicated to him 
by some German of congenial sentiments) for 
he says (Pref. p. xi.) " The errors of the mar 
jority of German theologians are owing to the 
perplexity arising fttim too deep consideration ; 
iroman unwillingness to rest in obvious causes; 
£^m seeking deeper ones in what appeal* 
philosophical grounds ; and from an undue 
estimation of the powers of the humui inind. 
Of all nations, the Germans are the least liable 
to a ch{U-ge of superficial thought and consi^ 
ration." 

Now if this be tike case, then the progress of 
German divines in theology, and their " tkinJ^ 
ing their own thoughts" is not only exculpated, 
but justified ; nay, it appears unavoidable ; it 
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can neither be excluded nor in^eded by any 
means in the world, unless we would restrain 
all advances in every science. But if Mr. Rose 
regards this progress as a proof of " the abr 
solute necessity of some check and restraint 
ever the human mind in every religious society, 
and especially over its ministers," (p. 11.) then 
is he really at variance with himsdf^ and^ro- 
elaiins Ihe utter imbecility of his understand- 
ing. He would have all smenoes advance, but 
theology stand still. — In the former, ho woidd 
grant jEull liberty of progression;, but ib the 
latter, restraint must interfere. Is not this a 
hopeless and self-contradiqtory wish ? If not, 
then the Inquisition did right when it forbade 
the {N-omulgation of the Gopernican system, and 
flimg the great Galilei into prison, because he 
taught that the earth revolved round the aun! 
And . what an idea must Mr. Rose have of 
literary research, if be thinks therecan foe such 
athing as a " toa deep cwisideration ;" a too 
deep exploring in philo»aphical grauadft; a 
point at which men ought to rest in ohvieu* 
causes! As well might we say, that a man 
may be too learned ; and must necessarily de- 
viate from thetruth if he penetrates too deeply, 
and does not rest at the snr&ce I : One who is 
6apable of writing . such absurdity, has no 
right, at least, to obtrude himself as judge or 
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accuser of scholars, whose heights and depths 
he was incompetent to explore. He should 
rather, content himself, that he rests on the line 
of mediocrity. 

Would that Mr.' Rose had fully followed 
up what he hints about the necessary re- 
straint which the church ought to exercise over 
the human mind 1 We have an example of it in 
the Inquisition of the Komish church. Has 
Mr. Rose any other expedient ? And whatis 
the object for which he so ardently longs ? Is 
it that theologians shall be compelled by civil 
penalties to adhere to the views of Christianity 
and biblical doctrine, which were fixed by some 
few theologians about 300 years ago? when 
men first began to discumber themselves of an 
enormous mass of errors by which religion had 
been disfigured ; when philology, history, phi- 
losophy, were in their infancy ; when even the 
knowledge of Hebrew was so rare, that Luther 
pnly began to learn it in his old age t And 
yet, in the same sense in which Scripture 
was then explained and imderstood, miist it 
ever continue to be explained and . under- 
stood, whetlier right or wrong,; and the 
hviman mind must be compelled to adhere, 
evermore, to the pigmy standard of learning 
pf the sixteenth century I None but an idiot 
could make such a requirement. Herein he 

Dciilized by Google 



. qcmdemm the whole Reformation ; nay, Jesus 
and. the Apostles : herein he openly justified 
tJbe compulsion of conscience exercised by 
the Romish chorch, and the conduct of the 
Jewish high priests towards Jesus and the 
Apostles. For if it be once the duty of a 
religious society to uphold its estabUshed 
ppinious and Liturgies by actual force, then 
,was it the duty of the Catholic church 
against the Reformation, and of the Jewish 
fihurch against Christianity. But in the 
latter . case, the Apostles declared that We 
/rm^st obey God rather than man." Then 
too, ,tras Henry vm. of England, criminal 
in separating from the Pope ; and EUzjt- 
beth and her famous divines were wrong, 
because they " thought their own thoughts" 

theology, and exhibited them in the Thirtyr 
ojne Articles of the EngUsh Church. Such 
are the gross inconsistencies into which a man 
falls when arrogating the seat of judgment ip 
matters which he does not thoroughly under- 
stand! 

The same striking want of judgment isalso 
displayed by Mr. Rose in a glaring contra- 
diction towards the close of his pamphlet He 
apologizes (p. 181.) for having br</iight before 
the English (especially the theological) pubUo, 
such " a mms of mischievous and evil opinions" 
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(i. e. his quotations from the works of German 
divines,) "which, for theirpeace sake, indeed^ 
it were better they had not known." And he 
adds, " Assuredly I ishould not have done ao, 
if the subject were a new one in this country, 
(EnglfUid.) ' But all the worst part of ^ose 
opinions is already before us in works which are 
in by &r too general use; those, for example^ 
of Rosemiilkr and KiihnoV It appears, then; 
that the virus of rationalist opinions has been 
secretly infused into England solely by the 
Commentaries of Kiihnol, and the Scholia of 
Rosenmiiller ; and yet, in the same page, Mr. 
Rose exculpates himself for not giving the 
antidote to this poison, in an absolute refuta- 
tion of these (pinions. " In truth," (says he,) 
"I have seldom found it necessary ; for in nine 
instances out of ten the opinions of the Ra- 
tionalists are opinions which have been ex- 
pressed a thousand times in the pages of Deis- 
tical writers, and as often refuted; excepting 
only the Accommodation-theory, which, if not 
an absolute, is yet a leading novelty" So then, 
during the whole of his tour, wherein he com- 
plains so bitterly of the "mass of evil opinions" 
which the Germans have fished up, from a 
*' too deep consideration," and an " unwilling- 
ness to rest in obvious causes ; " and while he 
was hatching this Ubel to warn his theological 
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conntrymen against the insinuation of this 
foreign poison; and again, when he says,. 
(p. 81.) that this poison was diffused in 
England only by the writings of Rosenmuller. 
and Kiihndl, — he never once recollected,, that 
that every thing which the German Rationalist^ 
have advanced, excepting the Accommoda- 
tion-theory;, was already a thousand times said, 
by the English deists, and as often refuted by, 
the Episcopal church 1 1 Verily, this is ajj 
unlucky lapse of memory I According to this, 
Mr. Rose might have wholly spared himself tho 
trouUe of writing his pamphlet. What, no^, 
are we to think of a man's capacity to give 
judgment, who first tells us, " he took up his 
pen to warn us against a foreign pest, which 
threatened to infect our own land;" and yet, a 
few pages after, acknowlec^s that the. same 
virus had been a thousand times diffi^ed by 
the earlier writings of his own countrymen I 
The truth is, that the works of the Ei^Ush 
Freethinkera, such as Collins, IVoolston, Tin- 
dal,_ Chubbf and Morgariy were long antecedent 
to the modem German theology. Even in later 
times, England has produced a Paine ; and we 
constantly read in the newspapers of pamphlets 
being published in England against Chris- 
tianity. How weak and injudicious does.Mf- 
Rose appear, when he says that "the Epis- 
d2 
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copal church in Engkuid is fortunate enough^ 
to possess in the binding power of the Thirty- 
nine Articles, in the controUing form of her 
church-government, and in her Liturgy, the 
means of protection against every evil;" while 
he admits that those evils have, a long time 
since, taken root a thousand-fold in England t 
Far be it from me, in any respect, to compare 
our modem German theologians with those 
English Freethinkers, who ridiculed Chris- 
tianity and its facts; and one of whom had 
the wantonness to attempt to demonstrate, 
from the doctrine of chances applied to the 
duration of positive religions, that in the 
twentieth century (or thereabouts,) Chris- 
tianity would be wholly extinct on the earth I 
What avails then the English Episcopal church, 
tiiat restrEunt upon belief which she exercises 
over her members and her clergy, if such an 
abundance of weeds springs up in her vicinity? 
If in that land of orthodoxy Uie Episcopal 
church is continually on the decline, while 
Unitarian, Methodist, Quaker, and Indepen- 
dent churches are as constantly being formed 
and increasing ? 

^3. Nor is it onlythe inconsistencies into which 
Mr. Rose has fidlen that betray the fettered 
state of his mind, and his incapacity of decid- 
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ing upon the matter wherein he has assumed 
the authority of a judge ; but we have further 
proofs thereof in the confusion of his ideasj and 
the superficialness of his knowledge. A few 
evidences of each will suffice. 

He is ignorant of the difference between 
religion and theology. His work is entitled, 
** The state of the Protestant Religion in 
Germany;" and yet he treats solely of the 
Protestant Theology and Church. But affirming 
B& he does (and we believe him) that he learned 
much from the " Mektemata Sacra" of the late 
■ Tittmany of Dresden; he should also have 
read ihe beautiful £Issay of that learned author 
on the difference between Theology and Reli- 
gion^ in order to understand that religion 
cannot be endaiigered by any controversies of 
theology. 

Further : Mr. Rose has very confused ideas 
of the relation between reason and revelation ; 
and, consequently, of the nature of that Ra- 
tionalism which he condemns. He says, (p. 3.) 
* Not content with judging of the evidences 
offered in support of the truth of Christianity, 
they (the Germans) establish reason as the sole 
, and sufficient arbiter of the truth or falsehood of 
the Christian doctrines:" and (p. 6.) "Truth 
must no longer be recognised by exterfial cha- 
racters, but by its coincidence with the dictates 
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of reason."' Hence Mr. Rose admits (indeed, 
he could not help admitting,) that we are 
bound to examine the proofs of the truth of 
Christianity; because, otherwise, we know 
not which of the positive religions in the 
world is to be esteemed divine ; whether that 
of Moses or Jesus Christ,* of Zoroaster 
or Mohammed. He only requires that this 
. examination shall be limited fo the " external 
characters of truth," and not extend to the 
doctrines of positive religion. Singular re- 
■ quest I So then, if I vrish to ascertain whether 
any thing proceeds from God, I must not at-, 
tempt previously to acquire some knowledge 
of God, his nature, attributes, and works 1 
I inuist not inquire whether that which is offer- 
ed me as proceeding from God, could morally 
come from him and be worthy of him I Would 
Mr. Rose then receive' as a tnith, " that God 
does not govern the world, but exists in eternal 
inactivity," although it were attested by a host 
of miracles ? Bi^ if I am to enquire whether 
the proffered gift could mora% come from God, 
must I not also judge of the gift so proffered, 
— i. e. the doctrine itself? Is not this the mean- 
ing of the apostle Paul, when he says, " Prove 
all things; hold fast that which is good:" 

The same confosion is evident, in the in- 
ferences which he deduces from the principle 
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(hat we are to judge of doctrines. "It follows 
(aays he, p. 3.) that Reason must be capable 
of deciding on every thing offered to her exa- 
mination ,* i. e. that there should be nothing in 
religion thus subject to'the decision of human 
reason, which it is beyond the power of human 
reason to comprehend. And therefore those 
things in religion, which to others are obscure 
ajid diffictdt, to those who pursue this road 
must be as clear as the windows of the mprn- 
ing." This conclusion is altogether illogical ; 
the legitimate inference being only that r^yela> 
tion must contain nothing contrary to reaspn, 
because, it is impossible to believe a thing con- 
tradictory! to reason, which alone 4pprehends 
faith. Still, however, revelation may contain 
much which is ab&ve reason ; because reason 
being a limited faculty, does pot pretend, to be 
competent to fathom or discern eveiy thing 
** as clear as the windows of the morning." If 
Mr. Rose had looked about him a little more^ in 
the writings of our theologians, he would have 
found that this is the position maintainedby Kein- 
hardyMoruSjArrf,monj Doderlem,and others. That 
which he requires was never advanced, even by 
the most determined Rationalists, because they 
admitted that God himself, and his works, are 
a mystery not to be investigated by human rea- 
son ; lying far above its comprehension. ^ 
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Again : Mr. Rose really does not understand 
what reason is. He identifies it with self-will 
and bUnd presumption: Rationalism, in fai» 
view, is the principle that one is always at 
Ub^ty to change one's opinion. He says; 
(p. 20.) " It is maintained that every man can 
beat judge how to gain the wisdom wWch is to 
make him wise unto salvation; and every one 
is to seek it in a blind confidence in his own 
powers." He asserts, that the result of man's 
taking on him to judge of revealed doctrines 
by the principles of reason, will foe the " sacri- 
ficing of religion to the caprice of reEison." 
He tells us, (p. 20.— can we believe our eyes \) 
" The Protestant churches boast of it as their 
•very highest privilege, and the very essence of 
a Protestant church, that its opinions should 
constantly change." Again: (p-21.) "Itistiie 
essential principle of a Protestant church, that 
she possess a constant power of varying her 
belief.'* Well might we retort upon BJr. Rose 
the cicriptund text which he has prefixed to 
his lucubrations, viz. " Thy wisdom and thy 
knowledge it kath perverted thee!** (Isa. xlvii. 
16.) He, indeed, is at no loss for proofs of 
his position. He refers to Schrockh's " Kir- 
chen-Geschichte," whose testimony he quotes 
verbatim ; viz. (p. 20.) "* Our divines recognize 
the necessity of enquiring, of correcting, and 
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of meliordting tkeir belief as ofleii as any new 
views require it; and they do not deny the 
possibility of making that belief more free from 
false explanations, and arbitrary adjuncts ;Jirmef 
in some parts, and more connected in dl/' 
This confession of the worthy Schrockh HUsi 
our author with dismay ; for he adds, " If this 
declaratioD refer ta matters of trifling ini- 
portance, it is deserving only of contempt ; but 
if it applies to fundamentals, it must inspire us 
with horror and disgust. We cannot in that 
case doubt that this is one of the outrageous 
attempts of Reason to subject religion entirely 
to her decisions." But where does Schrockh 
say one syllable of its being an essentia prin- 
ciple of our church, that " she possess a 
constant power of varying her belief? Is free- 
ing it from false explanations and arbitrary ad- 
juncts, an abdicating of faith itself? In short, 
is Schrockh here treating of self-will ?" Is he 
not, on the contrary, speaking of enquiry into 
the grounds of faith ? The fact is, that Mr. 
Rose has wholly misconceived the subject 
which Schrockh here discusses. It is not re 
ligion, nor Christianity itself^ nor the divine 
' contents of the Bible, but tiie theological sys- 
tem of the church, — a thing clearly distin- 
guishable from Christianity. Church-doctrines, 
whether Protestant or other, are nothing more 
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tiian the public declaration of a certain number 
of Christians how they understand the doctrines 
of the Bible, and what they recewe as such ; 
and the Confession of Faith shews in what 
s^ise a church at any giren time understood 
the divine revelation in Holy Writ Let not 
Mr. Rose imagine that this is any thing new, 
because it is already set forth in our symbolic 
books ; and even the three universal creeds, 
the Augsburg Confession, the Lutheran Cate- 
chism, and the Articles of Schmalkalde, claim 
no higher consideration than as historical testi- 
monies to this point ; viz. How, at a given time, 
did the teachers of the church understand and 
interpret the Holy Scriptures ? * It is of this 

* Fonn. Cone. Epit. p. 570. Credimusunicam regulaiq 
secundum quam omnia dogmata omnesque doctores xs- 
timari et judicari oporteat, nuUam omnino aliam esse, quam 
prophetica et apostolica acripta, cum veteris, turn hovi Tes- 
tamenti. Reliqua vero, sive patrum sive Neotericonim 
acripta> qnocungue venianl nomine, sacris literia nequaquam 
aunt Ecquiparanda, sed umveraaillissubjicienda sunt, ut alia 
ratione aon recipiantur nisi testium loco qui doceant, quod 
etiam post apostolorum tempora et in quibus partibus orbis, 
doctrina ilia prophetarum et apostolorum conservata sit." 
After enumerating the symbolic works, he adds, (p. 572.) 
" Cetera autem (exclusive of the Scriptures,) symbola et alia 
scripta quorum paulo ante mentionem fecimus, non obtinent 
auctoritatem judicis ; hsc enim diguitas, solis sacris literb 
debetur ; sed duntaxat pro reltgione nostra testimonium 
dicunt eamque explicant, ac ostendunt, quomodo singulis 
temporibws sacras Uterc in articulis.controversis in ecclesjp 
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Scbrockh treats in the passage quoted by Mr. 
Rose ; not of religion, or divine doctrine, as 
be imagines. For Sobrockb himself says, 
** Our divines recognize the necessity of en- 
quiry, and ameliorating their beUef;" i.e. their 
otni and the church's ideas of religion; their 
own and the clmrch's theological system. And 
.to this they are fully entitled. For as they neither 
can nor ought to regard the founders of their 
church, and the authors of the symbolic books as 
infallible, but the very reverse ; so are they 
boimd, if they have any reverence for divine 
truth, to enquire into the system of those men, 

Dei, a doctoribus qui turn vtxerunt intelUcta et explicate 
fuerittt." "We believe that the ooly rule by which all 
dogmas, and all teachers ought to be estimated and judged, 
is lione other than the prophetical and apostolical writings 
of the Old as well of the New Testament. But all other 
writings, whether of the fadiers or of later authors, by wkat- 
soever name they be called, are in no-wise to be put on a 
Jevel with Holy Writ, but must all be subjected to it ; so that 
they are not to be received in any other capacity than as 
witnesses ; teaching us, that even subae<|uent to the apostolic 
age, and in what parts of the world, that doctrine of the 
apostles and prophets was preserved. ***** But all 
other symbols, and all other writings, as above mentroned> 
have not the authority of a Judge— that dignity being due 
solely to the sacred Scriptures. The former merely bear 
testimony on behalf of out religion, explain it, and shew in 
what manner, at certain periods, the Holy Scriptures, in 
controverted points in the church of God, were understood 
and explained by the teachers who lived in those days." 
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, , in, the -way Scbrockh has stated. On this point 
•■•■' we have a further objection to Mr. Rosa: he con- 
" founds Gfaurch-systems with BiUe doctrines'; 
two things widely different. We challehge 
him to produce a single passage from the Old 
or New Testament wherein the words Trinity, 
Ferson in the Godhead, Satisfaction, Predestina- 
tion, Reprobation, Original Sin, 8cc. occur; 
or €uiy wherein it is said, " The Son Is the 
second person in the Godhead, the Spirit the 
third, the Father the first;" or, " Jesus has 
made satisfaction for sin ;" or, " Man, by the 

- t fall; of Adam, has lost the use. of his reason and 
. free-wilL". All this is chMrch-systemtrespecting 

. . certain expressions in Scripture, and a d^cla- 
y ration how the church interpreted the Bible 
... when those doctrines were defined, and what 
1 inferences she drew from certain ejpressions 
/ . ia Scripture. To enquire whether the church 

may not have been mistaken herein, is not 
>,'.!4Hily a ri^t, but. a duty. Mr. Rose, iiuleed, 
;;«' J9 of.O[Haion,. that the pastors of the church 
■:i:.'*fmst not tlmik iheir own thoughts ;" .hxA he 
].-,■ might have read what Reinhard (a strict super- 

naturaUst) has so admirably written on that 
, 8ubj§ot, in his " Moral," (vol m. p. 774) viz. 

- - "' B; sabscriptioD to Arttctes a man does not bind himself 
'dUDOefortib whfle he Uvea; unconditionally to maiatain as un- 
alterable whatsoever taay, at the time of subscription, appear 
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|o him to I^ true. For if that were the case^ the teacber of 
religion would promise spoiething utterly out of hia power. 
Every Christian, but especially every teacher, is bound by the 
Christian spirit of enquiry to grow unceasingly in knowledge, 
and to keep bis mmd always open to eveiy belter conviction 
of' religion. Besides, Confessions of Faith in every church 
are only human productions, and contain mere human 
opinionSf by no means elevated above the posstbiiity of error. 
But the true nature of Prote$tantism consitts in Mm> viz. 
that in matters of faith no human authority, no command of 
any church tlunking itulf infallible, but Scripture alone, 
is to be held as the ultimate appeal. But the decision^ 
whether a human work coincides with Scripture, muit be 
left to every man's own unfettered jitd^aeat." 

^ 4. The incompetence of our aathor to 
pass sentence of condemnation upon the theo- 
logy of Germany is farther evinced by his 
gross historical ignorance j a deficiency usually 
coupled with intolerance; because a zealous 
study of history liberalizes a man's views, and 
dispels the cloud which woidd make him &ncy 
himself the only possessor of wisdom. 

Mr. Rose does not comprehend the origin of his 
own English Episcopal church. '' The principle 
(he says, page 21,) on which we separated from 
the Church of Rome, was not that we had 
discovered any new views of Scriptiire doc- 
trines, but that we desired to return to the 
primitive Confession, — the views held by the 
Apostles and early lathers of the church." 
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Here he forgets that the English ReformatioD 
originated in a very impure source — inasmuch 
as Henry Vm. to gratiiy his sensual passions^ 
and obtain a divorce from his wife, renounce4 
allegiance to the Pope. But aa to subsequent 
tfaeologimis, especially under Elizabeth, what 
they did consisted chiefly in this : they sought 
out and discovered a different meaning in the 
Scriptures from that affixed to them during 
preceeding centuries. For had they been coii- 
lented 4:o understand the passage, ** Thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock I will build my 
church," or " Feed my sheep," in the sense of 
their contemporaries, they must have still con- 
tinued to acknowledge the Pope as tlie head of 
iChristendom> And if they had imderstobd the 
words of the apostle, " We must obey God 
rather than man," in the sense of the Caiholic 
cburDh, they coidd never have submitted to the 
oath of supremacy. If they had understood 
the pasisage in James (v. 14.) as therefore ex- 
plained, they durst not have g^ven up extreme 
unction. 

. Mr. Rose, indeed, thinks that these were no 
new expositions, but only the old expositions 
of the fathers of the church; and herein he 
adopts the principle of the English church, 
which treats the fathers as a kind of second 
Bible. It is not so with us, and for weighty 
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reaiona.. But^he knows so little of the workq i ! 
of these ^fa&ecs, that lie asserts at ihe^begiiir 
flingiof Ins second Discourse, that the teaoherb > 
of tbeiiprimitive. church, who &ad tfaei|iselv6& i 
hedrdiAio Apostles, must haVieKad the<olear^t'' 
knowledge: of the* meanmg iof th^, GbruitiAn ; 
revelation. ''These witlieisses (he c^^xves,: . 
(p. :SS.)are competent firc^ the time whcin tbfijf . - 
Gved> tandttlid knoitttedge which they .must -■' 
have en^yed, to remove' all doubts as tj> the 
meftning'of 'Holy Seriptai'e. Where, then, is. 
earthly ! philosophy^? It is excluded." Nqw, 'i 
ond who:eoidd write thus, has certainly not so 
muoh as. looked into the fathers of ihe first 
thi^ei ceatiuies, (fo^ Mr.. Rose includes . in 
thisi fiintaaca-even the fathers at GhaIced<Hi.^r) 
As'.tDihe ao-caUed apostolicEd fathers, ffernuM, < ' 

not'CwithithB exception of the " Recognitio^j",) : 
coMaiD tUe 'iaiirtest ,<levelopemeBt of Chrifctiab ■ 
doctrine of which we could in itny way- av^ ' = 
ouMelvtts.' fFbey«8«(Idom« it isr adinitted,. t:i^ , 
to the sayings of Jesus and the Apostles, end - 
fof'th^ ni<ffit {Hirt'Vonfin^ themselves 't6 th^ 
Old -TeartsvieDl/ 'which Hheyexp^ined- a}legQ» - 
ricftHy^andto the right understasding<^ whioh 
the)> wahted-ifaft linowiedge of Hebre#: - Asi - 
to liie> Recbgnitions and the 'GlemeDtineB, dU* 
autilOc could tjeyw' have read thiem to Ihid out r 
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a genuine testimony to the meaning of divine 
revdation. Or is he prepared to credit the 
Clementines, when they assert that the Old Tes- 
tament is in muiy places corrupted, And oota- 
iains a mass of false and dangerous (pinions ? 
Will he agree with Barnabas, when he fa&les in 
his fiilh Chapter that Jesiu selected- the most 
lawless sinners as his ^lostles, {-nAt iSmvc amwto- 

\otit 'i^fX^To 6vTac inrtp irSt^^ofiafiTiav aytoportptniv^ 

Or wiU he beliere with the same fadier, ((^ap. 
idi.) that the fourth book of Ksdraa conttins a 
ctivine prophecy a^ Christ, and that the allegobr 
lical explanation of the Old Testament is the 
subiimer wisdom of the Christian ? Will he luty 
with H«;mas,'(Fafit.-i. 3. 10.) " Fast, and so ahait 
thou obtain revelations from God? "Or, (L4.2.) 
" Hie Lord sent his angel, who presides 
over the wild beasts, and is call^ Hegrin ? '.' 
Or will he assert with him, that it is only lepeaif 
tance in baptism procures forgiveness of sins* 
that every subsequent r«pentance is unavailing ? 
Or, again, (Past. iii. 15.) that the Apostles 
baptized in the other world aft«r death? But 
i^ we descend lower than the apostolic fathers, 
we find much more extraordinary things, which 
it is scarcely pt^sible for us to receive as the 
right eiqrasition of divine revelation. Thus, for 
instance : Justin Martyr says, that the Devil 
persuaded Adam and £v« in paradise that tbey 
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were gods^ and lieace originated idotatry, 
(Cohort, ad gent. p. 19.) as he always repre- 
sents the fall to consist in idolatry. That the 
deemons (Apol. i. p. 44.) gave magical writ- 
XBgstobien. That (Apol. ii. p. 37.) the sooffa- 
sayihg of the heathen was effected by the 
awAa of the dead, whom they brought under 
tiieir powiar by incantation ; (p. 59.) that the 
S<Hi> or Logos, is ^e second power after Crod. 
' -But I will not here enter into the history cf 
dogmas. Suffice it, that the result of reading 
the -fathers of the church, do\vn to the year 
335, amounts only to this: they had not as 
yet the doctrine of the Trinity, of Origiind 
Sin, of human inability to do good, of the satis-, 
iactioh of Christ. They had as yet no clear 
eonception of the expiatory efects of the death 
of Christ ; and they merely regarded baptism 
as the Sacrament, wherein past sins were for- 
given ; whereas for sins committed after bap- 
tism, men must make satisfaction themselveB. 
They had varioiis opinions on the origin of . 
evil ; and a mass of stiperstitiohs respecting 
angels, daemons, the millennial kingdom, and 
the Uke. Such, then, are the witnesses Whom 
Mr. Rose pronounces to be the most unexcep- 
tionable interpreters of divine revelation, add 
expounders of holy Scripture I 

Little, however, as he knows of the nature 



ilized by Google 



5U 
(rfihe fatheriS, and tfieprogp-essive formation of 
church dogmatics^ just as litde knows he ofihe 
scriptural inferpretaiionS of those fathers whom 
he holds forth as our infalime rule ibr a cor- 
le'ct intelligenbe of the Scriptures. .In this 
respect^ especially^ the feihers of the first three 
eenturies are the most imperfect models. Even 
if they had really more habituated themselvns 
to the exposition of the~New Testament^ than, 
they generaUy did ; even if they really Kad 
more knowledge of Hebrew than the nu^orify 
of them possessed; still we could by iio pos- 
sibility adopt them as archetypes^ when we 
look to the samples of their Exegese of Scrip- 
tui^. Mr. Rose (p. 5.) adduces Kanfs ■ao- 
called " Moral' Exposition,'* (a book already 
almost forgotten) as a strcmg objectitm 
against the theologuuis of Germany, th^^ ac- 
cording to their systeuLofe^osition,** the Kionifo 
and facts of Hoii/ Scri0ure' must change their 
meaaing at the onmipotent comihand of reason.'* 
But he. never recoUected, ^that the allegori- 
cal interpretatirai ^ieh prevailed generally 
amongst the fediers of the first three centornts 
sported mucli more arlntrarily with the words 
and fiicts of Scripture, than any modem theo- 
l(^;ian8 have done,— (for as to these over- 
strained commentaries df some of our theo- 
logitins, they never obtained any great repu- 
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tationi.) Is Mr. Rose ignorant of Origeti's 
style df exposition, -^ that most renowned 
Exegete of the first five centuries? He re- 
jected not only in the Old, but even in the New 
Testataent, the literal sense, which he con- 
sidered barely good enough for the rabble ; and 
he believed that the wise man must discover 
a spiritual and reasonaUe meaning in them, 
because o&erwise he cotdd not regard tb« 
Bible, (i.e. the Old Testament,) as the word of 
God. " Mosesj" he says, (adv. Cels. i. 18.) 
never wrote any thii^ which had not a two- 
fold meaning,^ — one for the people, the other 
§ar the wise" On the history of ihe Trans* 
figuration of Christ he says, (Comment in 
Matt T. xii. f 37.) " Christ is transfigured, when 
he is discerned theolo^ally in the Spirit, ac- 
cording to his high dignity ; -and not aceordii^ 
to the simple notions of the ilUterate multitude. 
The shining raiment means his discourses, and 
the evangelic and apostolic writings. Whoso* ^ 
ever discerns Christ in this way, also beholds 
.MoSes and Ellas', who* by synecdoche, are put 
&r all the prophets. -The bright, cloud re^ 
pr^ents the Holy Spirit." Again, (Tom. xiii. 
§ 4.) he explains the miracles of healing aUe~ 
gturioally ; fof instance, the lunatic in Matt 
xvii. 14. ** is a spiritually diseased man, who at 
one time is vuiuous, but more frequentiy as-' 
e2 
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staled by the epilepsy of sinful passions." On 
the passage Levit. vi. 24, he observes, (Hdmil. 
in Levit v. 1.) " If we take all this in no 
olJier sense than the literal, when it is rqad in 
the chiircfa it will become a hindrance and 
subveriitm q/" the Christian religiotiy rather 
than serve for edification and improvement." 
And on John vi. 54 — 56, he exclaims, (Homil. 
in Levit vii. 5.) ** Know that these are meta- 
phors, and understand them not camallyj but 
spiritually ; otherwise they will injure . and 
not etiify you. For in the gospels also, as 
vsdl.as. in the Old Testamentf there is a 
letter which killeth. We must therefore un- 
derstand spiritually every thing said in the 
igQspels as well as in the law. If in this spi- 
riboal sense we say that God promulgated the 
laWj tb,en it appe^^ a code worthy the divine 
J^ajesty ; but if we rest in the letter^ and un- 
, .d?rstaTid. whiat is written in the law, as the 
Jpws and common people do, then I blush to 
^ay or ac^cntmlcdge thqt God gave such laws.'* 
, J!for iflfas the pidnciple, that w:e must put such, 
^isei^e upom the wprds and facts of Scripture 
^as is .worthy, a diviae production, peculiar to 
,,Q^g^ only ; / but . it was also adopted by 
l,A,^^ustipe,, and ntany others of the fathers. 
. Thus, \Ylttle Mr. Rose extols these interpreters 
as the most unexceptionable standard for all 
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ages, in the same breath he arraigns, as up- 
holders of an unheard-of evil, those theolor 
gians who prefer a moral exposition, or under- 
stand the Bible otherwise than as the church 
hE» expounded it. 

- But his ignorance of history is still more 
evident, from his asserting that in the' primitive 
church there was "no room for philosophy;" 
and also from his senseless accusation of' the 
application of philosophy to theology. He 
ought to have known, that philosophy, during 
every century since Christ, has had a decisive 
influence on theology ; indeed. It necessarily 
residts from the nature of the two sciences. 
He ought to have known that all the church 
lathers of the primitive ages, who contributed 
the most to the modelling of church-systems, 
applied philosophy to Christian doctrine ; 
especially Justin Martyr, Athenagoras, Ta- 
tian, the author of the Recognitions and the 
Clementines, the renowned Clement of Al^- 
andridf the still more celebrated Origen, 
TertuUian, Augustine, and others. Men had 
no dread of philosophy in the first centuries, 
but considered its apptication to theology 
highly serviceable. Justin Martyr, Clement 
of Alexandria, and Origen, actually 'traced 
the Greek philosophy to the influences of 
the divine Logos, as mudi as they did the wis- 
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dom of the prophets and apostles. Clement 
ascribes inspiration to the heathen sages, (Strom. 
T. 13.) Nay, he calls their philosophy a peculiar 
ita^Kfi of God to the heathen, (Strom, vi 8.) 
and thinks they were saved by philosophy, just 
as Christians are by Christianity. As to 
Augustin's opinion, that man by the fall of 
Adam has lost the image of God, and the 
powier of knowing Mm or practising virtue, 
and is. plunged utterly in error and sin; this 
was yet \mknown to the primitive ages, and the 
first intimations of such opinions are discoveraUe 
in Tertullian. 

Even an Accommodation-theory (against 
which Mr. Rose so bitterly inveighs,) was 
known to these early fathers ; nor indeed could 
it be otherwise, inasmuch as Paul himself says 
be became a Jew to the Jews, and a Greek to 
the Greeks, in order to gain some. Passages 
in proof have already been cpllected by others, 
and may be omitted here. I shall only observe> 
t;hat the allegorical exposition of the fathers 
rests throughout on the idea of an accommoda- 
tion of the self-revealing God to the weakness 
of man. 

When, forther, Mr. Rose so vehementiy ar- 
raigns Semler and others for doubting the auj 
thenticity.of one or more books of the Old or 
New Testiunent, he seems to have wholly for- 
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gotten what great freedom prevailed on this 
point in the first four centuries ; while yet no 
man was on that account branded as a heretic. 
We know that many doubted and rejected the 
Gospel of John, others that of Luke, others 
this or that Epistle of Paul We know from 
the celebrated passage in Eusefains on Uie 
<?anon, thateyen in. the first half of the fourth 
century the 2d Epistle of Peter^ the 2d. and 
3d, Epistles of John, the Epistle to the He- 
brews, tiie Epistle lof James, and (he Apoca- 
lypse, of John were all considered dbubtfuL 
Now i^ notwithstanding these doubts,' Christ 
tiai^ify maintained its ground ^d flourished, it 
is childish to ^ound an alarm about its over- 
fhr^yy, whenever a do^bt is started, against any 
book i^ the Bible. , 0.ur church, indeed, has 
npt made any positive decision respecting the 
canpn^ but has properly dlbwed a full- libto-(y 
of judgment For as she does'! not. .hold 
up the faihers aa infalUble, she. caaaoit pro- 
noui^ce their opiniops .kiespectiug the genumer 
nesftof this or that ^rtion of (he. Holy Scripr 
tures to be infallible; and> foraamughi as she 
receives the divine books as the only £itandard 
of faith and practice, , so it .must be to her a 
matter of prime impcprtance not to include any 
book erroneously amongst the divine writings. 
In this latitude pf judgment we af e further 
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saiKtionfid by the bold example of Luther, 
HjS wbich Mr. Rose, indeed, seems utterly 
.ignorant. 

When, further, he treats the idea of the 
perfect ibiUti/ of Christianity as a " strange and 
dangerous novelty" (p. 51.) he might havefound 
aomething strongly resembling it in his church 
fathers of the first three centuries, who drew 
a marked distinction between the yvwtnc or 
knowledge, of the intelligent class, and the 
mTtc, or Christian iaith of the multitude,' — who 
understood the facts of the Bible allegorically, 
accoi^ing to their esoteric wisdom, and (si 
least Clement of Alexandria,) maintained that 
this more, perfect Christianity was imparted to 
Ihe Christian teachers by secret tradition from 
Jesus and the Apostles. Why, then, all thiis 
Kehemenoe i^ainst Accommodation-tbeories, as 
if they were something '^ novel, dangerous, and 
.wiheavd-of?" 

■■ M,OTeover, when Mr. Rose so severely np- 
luraids onr. modem tJieolc^ans for limiting 
ii)a»ar.gunmntif the miracles of' Jesus solely to 
the/ cantciii|}orarie8 of Jesus, he evinces only 
his ^freeae ^igaonncei of the subject. For 
X*W^t9, and,!>alW-him, Gerhard, Calov, Quen- 
^<^^y< and)' mother ancient thedogian^, whom 
\tfi t^tois.so.hii^ly^inaiHtained identically the 
flame pn^osition; viz. that the miracles of 
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Jesus were wrought merely for the sake of -his 
contemporaries ; aa Luther says, " For die 
stupid unbelieving multitude, before whom it 
was necessary to exhibit thenifas one gives apples 
■and pears to children." (Luth. Works, vol. ii. 
p> 1338, &c.) But that now, and for Chris- 
tians, the spiritual workings of Christianity 
upcHi the human mind are the only real mi- 
racles to prove the truth of that religion. 
Calovius, Quenstedt, and others, asserted 
that it was these internal workings alone 
which reqmred the Jides divina; while the 
miracles required, at the utmost, only tt Jides 
httmava. 

Lastly: when Mr. Rose ascribes the indif- 
ference which spread itself all over Protestant 
Germany in the preceding century^ and towards 
the heginning of the present, (but which is now 
evidently on the wane,) mainly to the state of 
modem German theology, its departure from 
the symbolic books and doctrines of the earlier 
ages, he evidently is ignorant that at the period 
which he .considers the golden age of faith afid 
zeal, — an age which still produced mariyrs,— ^ 
charges had already been made against the 
spirit of indifierence of the times. Origen 
c«n]Jaina of at amongst his contemporaries in 
the Choroh-Assemhly. (HomiL in Gen. Horn. 
X. 1.) " I fear," says he, " that the ichurch 
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must even stiU travail iu b^th of her children 
-mth sighs and weejong. Ot^ht ii not to cause 
her. sE^ess and. sorrow^ that yon. come not 
together to hear tlie word' of God? that 
scarcely on festrrala .(festisd^buSi) do you; a». 
semble in the church ; and then, -not so mucli 
iroBi a longing af<ter the word of God, as, on 
the contrary, from an eagerness &r ceremonies, 
(studio solenmiiatis,) aitd a desire for public 
recreation. What, then, ought / do, to whom 
is entrusted the teaching of the word? Wiefe 
and when shall < I &id a time -suited to you? 
Generally, yea always, are: yottoocupied in 
your worldly E^airs in places of public coiir 
course, or devoting yourselves to buisiness; 
one to his farm, another to his strifes. But 
ymi have none, or very little time, foi* hearaig 
the word of God. But why do I confine my 
ceasnlffis to your d^votedness to. busdoeas? 
.Why. do I upbraid you solely because so nmny 
abseil themselves ? ^Tven when you ass^nble 
in the church, yon are not attentiTe, but (K^ 
cupied with the new^ of the town, and fiim 
your backs iqion the word of God and the 
reading of his Holy Scripture. I &ar, indeed, 
that to yon also applies that saying of God 
by .his prophet (JerJ xviii. 17.) * They shew 
me, the back and not the. face.' If the Apostle 
faaci cpmmanded. us (I Thess. v. 17.) to ' pray 
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prayer perform that without ceasing which 
you hate altogether ceased to do? If even 
those who watch and pray cannot wh<^y 
escape temptation^ how shaU those stand who 
only come to church on festivals 1" The saine 
reproaches are repeated hy Origen in his 
HomiL in Josuam, i; 7. and elsewhere. May 
Mr. RQi^e learn from hence, fliat a man ought to 
h6 more cautious in arraigning the present age, 
and investigate the origin of things more pro- 
foundly than he has done in his pamphlet I 

We have thus far proved that Mr. Rose is 
altogethei' an incompetent judge in the cause 
wherein he has put himself forward as an 
accuser : inasmuch as he exhibits an ignorance 
of Ideology and history, which proves his in- 
cap^ility of correctly understanding the alte- 
rations of theology in Oermany in modern 
times; and als6 his entire disqualification to 
pronounce any thing like a solid or impsfrtial 
o}Hnion upon the subject 

§ 5. But this inbompetence is also mani- 
fested in his scanty acquaintance with German 
theology, ai developed since the year 1750^ In 
order to understand. and rightly appreciate this 
theology, one inust look partly to the very diffe- 
rent /^zrecfionA into which it has. branched ; partly 
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these directions^ and partly to the acceptance 
which their views and opinions have obtaiiied. 
For unless we distinguish between the different 
directions which have been given it by the 
spirit partly of research, partly of scepticism; 
partly of levity; and if we throw iogelhei* 
every thitig whidi'varifes from'tiie symhofic or 
hferedilary faith 'of the church, and 'on tfltii 
account briand it as * a mass of evil and ' tai^ 
c?hi^ous opinions,"-^** a mass of abomitiatiOTis," 
— ^(such is the intemperate language of 'the 
jElnglish divine,) we are guilty df gross 'ifa- 
justice, and betray our ignorance of theology 
and history. Even a superficial acquaintance 
with the history of theology since the middle 
of flie last century, would enable us to discover 
_/o«r widely differentdirections into which the re- 
searches respecting Christianity have branched. 
Mrst : there have been some who regarded all 
i^velatiott as nothing but superstition,-^ — Jesus 
either a well-meaning enthusiast, or an im- 
postor, — and Christianity itself a mass of 
delusions j who consequently thought they were 
doing a meritorious service by undermining 
iltM it^nence, and exposing its insignificance. 
These trod in the steps of the English and 
FrCTich Freethinkers j but of them few only 
were ' found in G^'mahy, and of ihese few. 
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no theologians. In this class we may reckoci 
the naturalist Wunsch (author of the Horus>) 
and the jurist Paahow. A Second comprises 
those who endeavoured to promote qatiut^ 
raligioB at the expense of Ghristiaaity; who 
believed indeed in an historical Christ, but 
denied that there was any divine agency of 
any kind whatever, in Christianity, and there- 
fore thought they could explain the life of 
Jesus, and the origin of Christianity in. a 
natural way iiltogether. These therefore con- 
verted the life of Jesus into a romance, and 
put him among the members of secret someties ; 
and they treated the Holy. Scriptures as merely 
Human productions, which had been acciden- 
tally preserved, and in which there was no 
such thing as " the word of God." To this 
class chiefly belonged one K. F. Bahrdt, ori- 
ginally a clergyman, but soon, dismissed from 
his office J Reimarus, (author of the Wolfen- 
buttle . Fragments,) and Ventunnit .(Hiatoiy.-irf 
the great Prophet of Nazareth,) neither of ^hom 
were theologians. Perhaps, too, we might 
iac\uA& Brennecke. A third, and Y^ry ,diS&TAvA 
class^ is composed of those \vhp<l\:We.Msua%fi§|l 
Nationalists. Xbey acl^KXwfedge -ChiJ^^Ani^ 
tO; be collectively a divjne b^^^oeat-dispaod^ 
ti<m introduced for the salvation, of. t^e iW«^M^ 
and Jesus hi«is^ a messenger of Divipe Proyi- 
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dence. They believe that the Holy Scrips 
tures (iontaiu a true and eternal word tff 
God ; whioh he will sjurely preserve and pro- 
pagate ior the welfare of mankind. ^ Bat 
they thus deny in Christianity any aapemar 
tural and miraculous ^ency pf Qod ; they 
make the, scope of it to be the intr6dactionj 
the establ^hment o^ and the propagating in 
the world the religion accessible to human 
reason ; and therefore they distinguish between 
the essentials and novressentials of Christianity ; 
between the locals and temporals, and things of 
universal applicability. (Here let the r«uier 
remember what we quoted at the outset from 
Wegscheider's Institution. Theol Christ re- 
specting Christianity and Revelation.) To this 
class belong, of philosophers, Stembart, Kant, 
Krug i of theologians, W. A. Teller, Lqffler, 
7%pssi Heake ; and of those still living, J. E. C. 
Schmidt, De Wette, Paulus, Wegschetder, imd 
Rohr, Lastly, there was, and atill is, a fourth 
dass, who regard the Bible and Cfaiwtianity 
as a divine revelation, in a higher sense tiian 
the Rationalists, inasmuch as they admit a re- 
veling agency of God distinguishable fr6m his 
general providence. They carefully discrinu- 
nate the periods of this divine communication ; 
they ground the divinity of Christianity more 
upon its internal evidences than upon miracles ; 
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bat chiefly, they draw ad accurate dlstiscttop 
between Scripture^octrines and Churchrcreeds-; 
they reform tlie latter according to .the decisions 
of the divine word ; bat as negards the relation 
between reason. and revielation, they nuiintain 
th^ it is Iheproidnoe of .reason to scrutiniEe 
revelation, and that the latter must not contuu 
any thing contrary to reason, though it cer- 
tainly may contain much above reason. This 
was the position taken by Doderlein, Mm-us, 
and Reinhard ; and still occupied by Ammont 
Sckott, Niemeyer, Bretschneider, and others. 

Now 'Mr. Rose throws these so essentially 
different views all into one class, because he 
knows . nothing of the matter. With him 
every thing ■ is Rationalism, — " a masa of 
abediinaticHis/' " of evil and penticdous opi- 
nions." . Thte author of the " Hwus," Bahrdt, 
Basedow, Sender, Doderlein, Ammon, Paulus, 
Wegscheider,^ — all are in his view. The Parti/ 
whom he thinks it his duty to brand as anti- 
christian, immersed in a daring scepticism, and 
thoroughly imbued with the principle, that it is 
the cissentialexcellence of the Frotestantchurch, 
&at "she possess acdnstaut power of varying 
her belief." Well might he apply to himself 
what he says of > the unacquaintedness of 
Englishmen with the scientific attainments of 
the Germans, viz., ''The remarks iod^ too 
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often made by our writers oh the Germao ones' 
are disgraceful to us." (Pref. p. x.) 

li^ further, it be requisite in defending the 
theology of Germany to distinguish between 
the men by whom each particular opinion has 
been broached, here too Mr. Rose has blun- 
dered exceedingly. He brings vouchers for 
his accusation against die Germ^ theologiansy 
nbt merely from the writing of the<dogian8y 
but also from authors not theological, such as 
Bahrdt, Lessing, Reimarus, Bastedow, Biis- 
ching, Kantj Krug, Fichte, &c. 

But it is much more important here to advert 
to the acceptance which this or tlie other' 
opinion has obtained. That £m erroneous or 
peculiar opinion has been started and vindicat- 
ed by an author in a country, is no justifica- 
tion of a sweeping charge of "Erroneous 
opinions" upon all the Theologians of thai 
country. Othenvise, there is no age, and no 
church exempt &om similar imputations, and 
certainly, England would hold pre-eminence in 
this particular, beyond all nations of the earth — 
because she contains a host of UnitarianK, 
Quakers, Methodists, Independents, and Deists 
scarcely to be pwalleled in the worid. Extra- 
ocdiaary and erroneous opinions have been 
broached at all times, not by laymen only, but 
by. teachers of religion also. Paul and John 
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had to contend with such, even in their days^; 
and the glorious age of the first three centuries 
-winch Mr. Rose eulogizes as our archetype and 
model, was confessedly the age wherein christian 
-teachers disputed most vehemenUy amongst 
themselves, and which gave birth to the 
greatest number of heresies. For the whole 
tribe of the Gnostic sects, the Nazareeans, the 
Ebionites, the Fatripassians, the Samosetiahs, 
the Sabflllians, theArians, and all their varieties, 
however called, belonged all to that age. And 
yet that is the age which our author describes 
as the surest and'most unexceptionable witness 
to testify to us what is true revelation I But the 
character of an age is not determined by the 
broaching a variety of opinions, (a thing which 
■cannot be prevented but by a detestable tjrranny 
over conscience ; nor even then effectually, aA 
i» evident in the instance of ' the Catholic 
church,) but only by that which holds its 
gj'ound ; that whichraises itself into estimation; 
that which is adopted with a certain universalitif 
■into the train of ideas belonging to an age, 
■and becomes permanently effective. This never 
•entered Mr. Rose's head ; on the contrary, 
ie collected all the whims and eccentricities 
wWch have been started since the year 1750, 
flings them all into one heap with other opimons 
and real improvements in science, and theii 
p 
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serves up aq olio to Ms ootintrylneii, which he 
eshibitsin the > lump aa a ** nnui of evil and 
permdou^ opiniomJ" But we mu9t make « 
fourf(^d distiatition of theoI(^p<;al oiHoioos,; af 
regards the acceptance which fhey have ob- 
tauied< First : those surmises, QODJeotures, 
and learned hypotheses, whidi as sood a* 
Promulgated, were instantly assailed eo all 
sides, related, abd ooitsign6d to oblivion. Such 
wete the. surmises in the Horus, — those of 
Bohrdt and Venturini, — the attacks io 
the Wolfeabuttle Fragmentists, (which 1)6- 
derlein especially oombatted,) — Eck, with hie 
Natural .Expl»natioa of the History of the 
Mirftole8,-»jBr«»ne^A:£j with his supposition 
that Jesus lived twenty-seven years cUW his 
tresarrection. . Seamdly, A variety, of con^eo 
iuroa, queries, and strange opiaions ofSemler; 
tepeciaUy as to the BiUeasd the earliest writr 
ings of the Fathers, (none of whioh ob^awed 
puUicity, and therefore Mr. Rose's refutation a£ 
these, "shocking hypotheses " is quite thrftwn 
away;) doubts as to the- genuineness of sev^rid 
pacta of the. New Testament, (of which JJbie 
xmly one that survived was, whether ^> 
JBpisfls to the Hebrews was written >by &i, 
Faulf-^the prhmtive obtm^ had rejected" tJbftti 
Epistle.) Aiwiher thta.oomi^ .«f-, suohi 
hypotheses and views as were biig. highlyv 
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approved* and apread themselves &r and wide, 
l^ogh vehementiy controverted, and either 
finaUy thrown aside, or continuing still to te- 
tain a very few advocates. To this, for instance, 
belong the Moral Exposition of Scripture, the 
explaining it in a modem sense, the Accom- 
modation-theory, (especially in its wider ac- 
ceptation ; for accommodation, to a certain de- 
gree, must be admitted according to the apostle 
Paul's express testimony,) the Natural Ex- 
jdanation of the Miracles of Jesus, Steinbarfs 
Theory of Happiness, the objections against 
positive punishments from God, and such hke. 
Again, there is a class of opinions which cer- 
tainly are approved, but only by a minority 
of thedogians, and are there&re continually 
oontroverted« and still subjects of discussion. 
To this bebngs the properly-systematic Rar. 
tjonEdism, as exhibited by Roi^, (" Briefe iiber 
RatiffiDalismus,'') and by Wegscheider, And 
lastly, there are opinions which have acquired 
permanency, and are professed by the majority 
qS theologians. These are the principles oS 
th6to divines who distinguish between church- 
dobtrine^and'Scriptore-docti^tie ; "who scrutinize 
and rectify ehuvolHiystems ftbcoi^i]^ t»-1he 
itMtMiitig'-ofi ScHpturej deteniuncid by ifs gram- 
Ulatical'-iDterpretatioo; who, a«i' regards Ihe 
Bibley! make this distinctioty, viz. the Bible,. 
p2 
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and the word of God contained in the Bible, 
Old Testament and New, — what is individual 
and what universal — religious ideas, and the 
r^epresentation of them in any peculiar &rm. 
This mode of thinking, adopted by the theo- 
logians, (already nimibered in the fourth class,) 
who, not without justice, designate themselves 
the IhangeliCf is certfiinly the most prevalent, 
not only amongst theologians, but laity also ; 
and is to be regarded as the definitive resiilt of 
theological research during ihe last eighty 
years. On the other hand, the number of those 
who either adhere strictly to church-systems, 
or, hke Markeihecke and Schleiermacher, \xse 
the church-systems to cloak any sort of philo- 
sophical system, is the minority, and likely ever 
to remain so, according to all ^pearances. But 
the class of blind zealots for all the theolo-' 
gumena of the symbohc books, even for such 
as are not proveable by Scripture, and are coti- 
tradictory to reason — this class, in which may 
be included the open accusers and denunciators 
of all rational theologif, is constantly becoming 
more insignificant, and must gradually dis-' 
appear. Now, the man who like Mr. Rose 
huddles together into one kettle all th^e 
jarring diversities of theology, those opinions 
springing from such a rariety of heads and 
held in sucfa variety of estimation, and then 
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tables fiuch a hash before his uninformed 
.readers as the " Theology of Modem Pro- 
test^t Germany," has indeed cooked a Mac- 
beth's , caldron, whose contents every ignorant 
guest must shudder to taste. 

$ 6. But it is improbable that Mr. Rose 
coxild have compounded such a medley as this 
intentimally. It is rather the fault of his too 
superficial acquaintance with Gei^man theology, 
and the muddy streams which he quaffed. This 
is the only remaining topic whence to prove 
demonstrably his utter incompetence to the 
task which he has undertaken. 

His imperfect knowledge of German theo- 
logy appears not only from his ignorance of 
many celebrated names amongst us, but also 
from his own confession. He acknowledges in 
his pre&ce, that he was unable in sevend 
instances to bring forward proofs of his charges, 
because he had not the books. *^ In many cases 
(he adds,) ** I have, therefore, been unable to 
do more than give the references and short 
notes, which I made last year in Germwiy, or 
"W^hiph, J. c^ npw obtain from Emesti's two 
J^olqgical Jl^ositories. A view of the pro- 
,gKfi^.Qjr.it^e,,^a^pnalia;^g opinions, is also af- 
(^d^ ija |tte * Pragmatjsche Geschichte der' 
,^lieqlfigie,,u»d Relig^op,' of Dr. J. A. H. 
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Tittman, while the more valuable and elaborate 
Stories, as f(»* instance that of Schrockfa^ 
contain detached though very able criticisons 
of the sereral writers." " For the dc^mattcal 
part of the Rationalist opinions, BarMt's * Sys^ 
tema Theol. Ijuther. Orthodox/ is very con- 
venient. Wegscheider's ' Institutiones Dog- 
maticte ' contains fail references to alt the most 
violent books of the party." (Pref. p. vi.) 
. Here Mr. Rose himself has idiewn us what he 
has read, and how his pamphlet originated. He 
ekimmed several workft in Grermany, Eoidnot^ 
what appe»%d to him " poisonous " in tfaem> 
without pausing- to.consider in what relation it 
stood to the theole^ of the authors. He had 
beard tiiat Wegscheider was a Rationalisty and 
therefore perused lus " Compendium der Dog^ 
matik," and fancied that the profusion of lite* 
rary quotations in tiiat learned and ii^enims 
work, must necessarily all belong to " ths , 
party" i. e. to the Rationalists. He consulted 
Tittman's ** Pragmatische Geffihichte," and 
**Schr6ekh'a Kirchen-^cscfaiohte," {a brief 
wad iu^terfect abridgment, which only ciHnes 
down to the time of Kant, and gives but aa 
iiii«»nplete sketch of a past state of thmgs,) 
and from tfaence he borrowed the proo& 
of his indictment Feeding these to be in- 
sufficient, he accorditt^y endeavoured io bolster 
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ihem up in Bngland by (stra&ge to aay,) 
Emesti't obsoUte " Theologischd . Bibliotbe- 
kfin;" and (still more wondei:fl)lf) tb6 Qtm-. 
t»mi^ble> loB^forgotten " tSystc^w" of Bahrdt,; 
vfaieh he considers ^'most conv^eot" to th?. 
knowledge of Rationalism I Can r^aources^o 
utterly inadequate as these enable a man to 
diseorer, and correotfy estimate, the. progreM-r--. 
still more the presmi state ^ Oernum theo-. 
Wgy ? Now* indeed, we cease to w(mder that 
Mr* Rose nun^ra Dbderlem and Ammon: 
amongst the Bationfilists^ while he . regards 
Winer^Umly {?) Meyer, Kelk, JStaudlin, And- 
Krvmmackcr, jas the main opponents of Ra^ 
liiOD^m; and as is Bretschneitkr, is in: doubt 
to wbal. cIass ft« bel(»ig8 ! In order to have & 
just fl^pK^ensiion of Oermanr tiieology, Mr; 
Bx>ae bad need study a &r greater number o€ 
autbsatr; abone . tj^, tiie thet^ogical periodioaU 
of ihe present day/ and the warka of the Ge- 
neral -Literuy Institoie. 
. But even what Mr. Rose says he has read 
andnoted m Oermany> makes us suspect that 
he ^Vjes'Bs the partidstaiemenis 6f some&iend 
of lusini ih«t country, Ta^r than the £ruits of 
luB :0W& study. TMa . is (^vi«us in «e>rer^ 
uqpTHsionsi Fo* instazuw, -in the . pre&oe 
(p. viii.).iie says, ^lu tnttfa> Ihare oidy.ex- 
pressed what haa been said to me 1^ eivery ia^ 
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tEiIligent Gennan \rith whom I conversed upon' 
the subject" Who those " iitteUigerU (?«■- 
mans " were, Mr. Rose tells us not. We are 
unable, therefore, to- decide whether his in- 
felijiers, are reaUy intelligent men, or partial' 
t^id ignorant bigots. That they are not " intel- 
ligent " men who had pntfoundly investigated- 
and extensively surveyed tiie modem ihecAogy' 
of Germai^y, is evident from Mr. Rose's pam- 
phlet, which otherwise could by no possibility- 
have comprised such a medley of contradictions. 
No *' intelligent "guide could have tdd him,' 
that " Koppen defended original sin on .philo- 
sophical grounds " (p. 169.) and that " Hem- 
roth a celebrated physician of Leipzig, annoyed' 
the Rationalists dreadftilly by bis Anthro-' 
pology." He would much sooner have thought, 
of .vforks on the Kantish idea of radical evil> 
taa,d,Dj^b's Judas Iscariot; and instead o£ 
HeJnrpth'ii Anthropology, (of which, theologi- 
an]^ hjftve hitherto Qot taken the smallest notice,): 
he. iipust, have referred Mr. Rose to Harms, 
Sfier^jSor/oiftus, &c. But the kind of oorres.^ 
poq^t^ts. he had in Germany is. apparent from. 
his,^wn.,Mfprd%, He tells us, (p. 182.) "I 
capnpt, . tjut express. my sincere pleasure in 
knq^p^,,)iiat. in. .Germany a. better order of. 
things ip^^^ be shortly. &]q)ectad. Some o£ the 
Ratii^al^^ bffii|B openly, retracted,— rsome: are 
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fiQent — ^The system is on the dedinffi^ and the 
new appointments to theological chairs are 
made from a better class of thinkers and scho- 
lars." — Of aU this news, we in Germany never 
heard a word 1 But it betrays itself palpably 
9s the gossip of some supernaturalist friend, 
who foolishly draws a sweeping conclusion 
irom a few facts in his own neighbourhood. 

The same is evident in another passage. 
After Mr. Rose had huddled together every 
thing in the shape of theological hypotheses 
(pinions, or researches, which has appeared 
since the days of Semler, he telLs us, (p. 83.) 
" I assert on the faith of public and recorded a^ 
well as private testimonies, HbaXthese doctrines^ 
were publicly taught fi^m the pulpits and 
chfurs. Nay, I have not seen any contradiction- 
to this &om any of the party themselves, except; 
as tothe generality of the usage." Thatthe«tate. 
of modern theology is taught from the acad&- 
demic chairs, and that the students must be 
made acquainted with the modem history of 
dogmas, is admitted on all hands. That indeed 
is the very purpose of those academic institu- 
tions. But to say that controversial theology^ 
is taught from the pulpits, is false — and may be 
convincii^ly refuted, by glancing over the 
printed (rfither too numerous) volumes of 
senaojis of our theologians. But Mr. Rosei 
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falsifies still more, when he adds, (p. 84.) '''But 
this is not all, — ^they ajlow too ^at t\aa 
wretched inass of abomination was offered to 
the yojmgi \n the shape of religious OBsfcpov 
ilon; and ^ real fact is-^ that in the Gytnnasia 
the public instructors detailed to tt»e tender (?) 
years of (^idhood all that they coiddconipro^ 
hend of it; and the lesson ^was repeated by the 
pastor, when, according to the custom of the 
lAKheran church, the young were sent to 
him previously to the holy rite of confirma- 
tion, to receive those solenm lessons which 
Were-to pi«pM% them fer &eir first atte^moe 
At the h<dy Communion of their Savionr'a body 
And blood." How Mr. Rose ascertained this 
^real &cV''h^ hims^ tells ns-in anote ondis 
iWrd '* Gymnasia," as follows: — ^(p. 161.) 
'•' Here d ooiurse I must appeal (»dy to private 
testidiony, and it may be said :duit it can chly 
be pwtial. StiB I may be allowed to saythat 
I hav6 heai^ from many (?) most respectable 
G«rakab8, that m the schools and G^nnasid 
which they attended, Me mirack» were treated 
zptth the nw»t ejuire contanpt by the teachers--) 
dfld epitomes of 'Scripture An a ph^osophical 
^lan were introduced." (p. 161.) 
■■' How miserably has Mr. Rose here fflcpesed 
himsBtt'f "Cab one who hears « rqxHt^y 
&»m A Sew iodividuafa whom he ^nself admitM 
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may be partial^ — ^venture to say, "It is a retU 
fact?" If,«o, then, to say, "A few, but per-, 
haps puiial individuals, told me,'' is identical 
with "It is a real fact" A man who ^ gratur 
itouflly pillories his own chfu^cter £:ar discretion 
ftud historical informatioa, may possibly be a 
very geod mtm, but he certainly shews himself 
either so/atuous or soprejudiced thathe is utr 
terly disqualified to . form a judgment of a 
foreign country. And who in his senses 
would base an indictment of such inordiaat? 
guilt, upon teHFtimony so vague, as "I hear4 
it &om several persons! " From how many* 
pnay ? and who were they ? Others of ua 
^re also acquainted wiQi Gymnasia, yet wa 
kaow nothing of " miracles beii^ treated 
of th^ein with the most entire contempt^' It 
is possibly the case in one or two which Afr. 
Rose's friend visited who is to iiim instead of 
aU other witnesses. Bui, eveai aUoMdng it tq 
have been the case with siwie two or half a 
dozen teaohersy it does not follow that die prac^ 
lice still continues, far less that it ia^enerally 
prevalent, and that ita prevalence isa " real tact" 
Why did not Mr.Rose^xamineour elementacy- 
books for the Gymnasia ?-— for instance (not bit 
mention the old (mes of HermnTm, Ztegenbein, 
Sue,); Niemeji^s' adiootbook, -introduQed into 
so many Gynmasia, uoid the two latter woiJm 
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of ■ MarhetJiecke and Bretschneider. The 
other equally grotmdlesa charge> that the 
the pastors .inculcate " all this abqminatipn 
Id the iostructicm preparatory ioconfirmal^m,"' 
Mjr> Rose is just as incapable of proving, aa 
the thing itse^ is inconceivable. Jfi support of 
this preposterous calumny, he appeals to Zer- 
renner's " Ijejtfaden zur Unterricht der Confir- 
manden," (Guide for the Instruction of .Can- 
didates for Oonfirmation,) as containing 'Vpure 
Unitarianism ;" and he says, (p. 162.) ^' A 
friend,'* (again a friend, the " Bpirkus, fymi- 
Uaris" through whose colpured eye-gkiss he 
took a peep at Germany,) '' told me that, he 
faa4 seen several such guides, in which E^^ea the 
resurrection is treated as a fable." Is it. then, 
upon Zerrenner's Guide, and the testimoay of a 
friend, that Mr. Rose bases the libellous charge, 
that the pastors in Protestant Germany are so 
utterly unprincipled in imparting religious in- 
atructicn? Oh! what unpardonable temerity ii 
thisi to huii anathemas andcalnmnies incul- 
pating an entire order of men as destitute ij^ 
pnvicipU; just as if they were eulogies^ ^Iwre 
.thei,»*cppsjty. q^jbeing {iccurat^l T^reip 
AiWRg) WS>i a qquptlp9S p\unl^erpf .",Gttid«s tp 
jCohpSJftai^Nsv" f^ W^f Jipae Ji^peq^d tojsms 
«^*[j[\^W3fc,^<JSiM^, ifr.does i3tot,lay.dfiWp.tl^ 
<i^«h)-thdoii}r,i(ff tlwilTriftityybiiitrWity. vwwthe 
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Scripture expressions respecting the Son and 
Spirit of God, his forthwith accuses of Uni- 
taiianisin ! It is a well-known fact, that every 
pastor uses his own printed, 'ot manusenpt 
GiiBe 'iti"instru(!ting ciuldidateg ftr eon'firma- 
tioh; yietMr. Rose blushes hot in pronounciiig 
sentence' of 'condemnation upoii'them all, not- 
Withstanding Ms confession, that he h^ seen biit 
one such Guide, and had heard of a few othetv 
from a iriehd ! I 

Enough has been said to convict Mr. Rose 
as a man who wants that impartiality, intelli- 
gence, information, discretion, and experience, 
which are necessary to the forming, a judgnleiA 
f Germail theology ; and who shews hhnsetf 
in every page, as one whom no diser«dt 
or intelligent reader can credit ■ But it ub 
strange, that in his zeal for dogmatics, he hiU 
do totaUy forgotten ethics in his own cdnducii. 
^at S*vibur, who is our Mastw 'and fib-. 
Rose's, and his^'end'^, has saiX,'"' Judge not:! 
eortdtmii not!" Paul writes, **WhA srt'thob 
that judgest another? to his own Bfastel":}!!! 
dtandeth oi* fiillethl '* These precepts Mv; Rtmci 
has heitiously violated! 'He has'pidfcM -up 
afew loo^e nOteil of a foreign counti^i (ta'him 
anknbwn); He has opened his eiu'S' to Ai^^iow 
bomphtiilts of a friend,^ evidently veiV^preju- 
diced'and paili^; and thereUptm hoiforg^a 
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groundl^ss^ confused, yet most malicious and 
enyenomed (and if the civil rulers of Germany 
give ear to him, a moatforrntdabk) arraigtiment 
pf thewbole body of the Protestant clergy in 
Germany; and this he sends forth to the 
world aa the trust-worthy result of his own his-r 
torical researches I No Christian would act 
thus who knows what is due to his brother 
in Christ, and what may be the effect of 
pubUc charges and denunciations. We cannot 
but recommend to Mr. Rose to lay to heart 
the explanation of the ninth commEindment ; 
(" Thou ^^ijh; not bear false witness against thy 
Iteighbour,") which Luther gives in his Cat^ 
chism, aoid which was inculcated upon us of 
Protestant Germany at a very eariy age in our 
Gymqasia Ji says, — *' We must neither calum- 
niate nor prop^ate false reports of our neigh- 
bours ; hut speak good of them, and put the 
best construction upon eCery thing. * Love cori' 
demneth not/but excitlpateth"' Far lessdoesshe 
condemn without proo^ without careful inves- 
tigation, vritbout the positive corroboration of 

filctS; ■ ■ ■ • 

But ir -these remarks should &n> ihto> tlw 
haiad* bf''B&. RoeeV/Mewrfid Genaany^ '(tqi 
whd*t iiiihoWty he (ioJ frequeatly rdfers, - audi ' 
wW eVidehtly^ depicted < i«^ hiki' th» '■ theiAosy"^ I 
Gennsby* in 'su«A gltWi«yi'doioiirsi)werwoUldir 
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v^am that friend that one ought to be mo^d: 
eautiotis in expressing one'sejf to a ^eigl^if 
re^Q^insthe state of one's ooHntiy* :Wq ar& 
iiiUy persuaded ilrat this sfunb .friend wiU. 
regret that B£r. Rose has r so grossly ^used 
those ctrnfideotial conversations, in which on^ 
is jcehlom. scrupulous^ guarded, hutyialds tOQ 
readily to the fediogs of the^ moment, an^ 
thereby lays the ground for the most odious 
insinuations. We forgive Mr. Rose as an 
Er^ltsbman, for his intemperate defamation 
of so many estimable individuals, and thp 
wholfi of a respectable order. An fli^cU^piao 
easHy Frauds ;the forta as if it were thq 
subitanoe; ami , therefore fancies, that if tb% 
form he changed, the substance is destroyed^ 
A tnw En^ishman would peiwuade hiius^, 
that justice ioust be at an end if the judges an4 
advocates did,QOt. appear in tlie. courts in atii^ 
gowns and robes, and with the hug^ periwigif 
of the last century j though, now-a-day^ 
nobody but Uaemsdlves, wears such prepo^terotuf 
attire. Hewimld rest assured, that the con;* 
stitution ckT ^s country was going to rum if 
tfw Lord QhanceUor 4i>d not wit 4a pa^JiE^nptit 
i^HDU awehadk. In the £iame i9£|^ner>/]!%. Bj^^ . 
thinks ^tre4ig»m)aemth^xu^^if,,it^oi^^ 
lays Bade the istiff jdjpjfcq? ; of; syin)>^., fy^ 
plularics, or if the , Li^i^ ce^es. to spo^H: ;th^ 
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language of the aixteeoth ceiitury. He foretefei 
the utter anbversion of the church, hbcause her 
teachers prefer sitting -on the seats of the 
Apostles, rather than oti the cfaf^s of th6 
theologians of the sixtemth centuryl Hum^ 
im^cility has eVer confounded itsownidea^ 
of religion iiviUi religion itself, and prophecies 
the destruction' of religion whensoever the 
jMAgeotive- idea Uiereof is chahgeii " Thb 
Christian religion is in danger!" was the cryiti 
the days of the Waldenses, the Hussites, th^ 
Wickhfites, and at the Refomiation. Yet it 
W€te oriy the farm of the Catht^c Church- 
dominion, and not religion itself t^t was 
threatened. On the contrary, the latter only 
acquired by these reformers a new form, bene- 
ficial to mankind, and infinitely extending her 
efficacy; and she bloomed resplendently in 
a new attire, suited to the times. What a 
miserable thing would divine religion be, if she 
could only subsist in a determinate kind of 
human representation, which constantly varies 
with the age I Long since would she have pe- 
rished. It is not in human power to bind the 
Spirit of God in the letter of a Liturgy or a 
creed, that Spirit is not to be fettered either 
by Councils or Romish mass-Canons, nor by the 
Thirty-nine Articles and Liturgy of the Epis- 
copal church. But He worketh where he will* 
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under every variety of form, to sanctify thd 
hearts of men. Holiness indeed is the grand ob- 
ject When we reflect, that even among those 
who here and there differ from thecreedstrf the 
great Ecclesiastical Establishments, we find a 
zeal for holiness, and a Christian course of life, 
we may rest in peace, and spare the altinn of 
*' Fire I " The Spirit of God will carry on the 
\vork of illumination and sanctlfication, and 
insensibly bring back the spirit of man, even 
where it has wandered, into the right path. 
May all take comfort in this, who have felt 
themselves disquieted by Mr. Rose,^ and such- 
like '" prophets of evil I '* 

Bretschneider. . 
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APPENDIX 

BY THE TRANSLATOR. 

,1 HB foregoing Translation aims at nothing more 
than strict fidelity to the ori^al^ and perspicuity, 
as far as consistent with that fidelity. I have 
neither extenuated^ nor set down aught in malice, 
to the learned Apologist, whose talents commaDd 
our respect, while the perversion of them, in the 
present instance, calls for our deep commiseration. 
In the references to Mr. Rose's pamphlet, I have 
{^referred giving them in the words of the latter 
rather than re-translating them from the German, 
, which Dr. Bretschneider quotes without appearing 
to have seen the work in English; indeed the 
German translation has, in many instances, grossly 
misrepresented Mr. Rose's meaning ; whether from 
ignorance or through design, I will not take oa me 
. tq determine. , 

I ^ ,.I)|uriQg the progress of these sheets through the 
cress,- 1 have had the gratification of perusing 
: Mr.. Rosa's Reply to the Apologist, in the * Chris- 

^ , tian Remembrancer " for the months October and 

. November^ (current,) and I unfei^nedly declare, 
.tjiat, so gentlemanly, temperate, and masterly a 

^ je|'ut*diGri, it has seldom been.my good fortune to 
jread.^ ,In this Mena, at least," Bretschneider nas 

, .been prostrated never again to rise. 1 am't^inpted 
^o add a few remarks," in' some dejgfee' sug'gel^ted 
by the present state of the controversy, and ■fvith a 
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view of calling attention to the Rationalism w[ucb> 
however iugeDiousIy disguised, is detectaUe in the 
foregoing Apology. 

Putting th^i Mr. Rose out 'ol the questioo, 
what is the Protestantism of Giermany, .upon the 
shewing — not of a (supposed) enemy, and an alien 
to that country ; not of a minister of a church dis- 
similar, if not in doctrine, yet in ceremonies and 
^scipline and constitution;, riot of one, wno> 
however richly radowed by nature, aiid cultivated 
by. education, cannpt be more than iroperfecfly 
acquainted with tlie theological literature and 
peculiarities of that deeply interesting Iwid — but 
uppn the shewing of a grave and reverend, a pro- 
found and ingenious .native ; a Superintendaift- 
Gejiieral, and Chief Councillor of the Consistory ; 
pf matur^ experience, yet glowing' with l^e 
intensest ardour of patriotic attachment ' th' His 
church and his coimtry ? I ^lall give it in his' own 
.words, as follows : — 

"The Protestantism of Germany, i.e. of that 
m^ority,,who,' headed by Bretschneider, AmmJJo, 
Schott, and Niemeyer, dmm 'par excdlendey 
.ijie title of Evangelic and Orthodox ; the Pfote'st- 
antisD^, which is the decisive result (^ theological 
jesearch during the last eighty years, (p. 67.") is tW 
.creed of those ' who distinguish between churcb- 
' .doctrines and Scripture-doctrines ; who examine 
and reform church-systems by the grammatical ex- 
position of the clear meaning of Scripture ; who 
.distinguish the. Bible from the word of God re- 
vealed in the Bible, — the Old Testament from the 
^ew — individuals from generals — religious ideas 
Spm the representation of them in any peculiar 
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iorm.' it-is'tbe cfeedof tbose f who>reigbvd>:tt« 
Ibble'and Gfarisliaiiitj «e a- divide revel«(soii >ia>^ar 
b^hor laense than tiie Rationalists, inasmuohl'a^ 
Ifae^^idisit areveidiag energy of God, distinguish*' 
»ble )&QiD kii geoeral providence ; earefally-^jfi*^- 
ci^Bttiitite iht peTiads-of this divine coiMQuiiioation? 
gTMPpd the <diini]%^ ,«f:Cihristt{u>ity'«Qore upon its 
^t^i^^l^ evid^HQ^Sitblfitupoa-iairsHsIes, but ctiSflj; 
4^w.a,distt|ic4*oii between ScrJpture-doetFine6>and 
f hurcb-creeda i reform the latter according; totb^ 
decisions of the divine word.; ■■ but as regardstthe 
relation between reason and revelatienj mMiiteu<» 
that it is the province of reason <ta «cr«timz& Teiro? 
iation, and -that the latter must not contain- wjs 
tiling cfmtrary to reason, though it certainly sfi^ 
fpntain much that is or beyond reason.' " (p. 62;) i 

. Doubtless,, all this is very Bne, and vecy haruleM 
•:piysti6cation ! But let us have sconething uor^ 
level to ordinary capacities. Well>tben, iftphiiqef 
lEi.nguage, it is the creed of tho£# who,- beedoae 
tlje identical words Trinity, Person ia the God^ 
hea4> Predestination, and Original E^,T-ar Um 
identical phrases, "Jesus has made atonement for 
sin," "Adam by ^e fall has lost the vse-ofhis 
r^asptt E«^d freer-will," &c.-8tc dq not occur; (Mi- 
ci^iH^efp e^ -.ver^) in.H(d|r @cr-iptiiFe,^i!gHe 
mj^p^, I^pioun^lyj that thedbcfr^s iBdicatk<il.b|i 
tii'ese ,v^Qr4? aod. phrases are not Bib)erde«4rib^, 
but' c^jurch-systepM, ond, nuist of. coarse: l)era>f 
ii^&i,feforrn&^j and, if need be, expunged aUi^r 
■geth€t:,{T«tik ihepijr^r'icreedsj.and bylhe-flaere 
exalted spirits of .modem German iUumioati^ .1 

,But suppo,ae.we let ii),ia,,little.niweJig44ten tbU 
picivirp.',' This, iRrptestamtisw \9,Xkf cf«ed«f.(ft»s« 
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who jbdiove ." there ftre but two great inliacles;-^ 
via; Creation aod Pl'eserration in the natural' vro^kEJ 
iEtedflmptton and. SanQtification in the moral viorldj 
aU^;fi(tor miracles arc iittk miraeles! Hiaga xif 
Uffkifi'^y- Utile wmstqkenn^e ; none bul ooscombt 
inpintioism. wouM trotiltlA their heads aiiout theni 1 " 
-^eprttfg pv6,' note^ d»d Amiuon.-Unvep. Eioh. 
f:S\\) It is the vreedttftiioise-nlio believe th^ 
Ate-doo^itae'nf exf>ibttoft for stn^ b^ the atoning 
deith'of GhriSti was moSi imperfectly conceived of 
•in the early a^s of ChHstianity; (p. 49;) that tlie 
doetrlne-of mJirt's inability to know God, and to 
-ju-actid^Vlrtee/and of blfl being utterly plunged in 
etvoi^'and^iin,' ihe consecjtience of the fall, was 
■whoily-ttirttnownto thoie ages; (p. S3.) that the 
Refdrmers of the sixteenth century, viz. Luther, 
and CaKin, Melancthon, 4winglius, &c. &c. were 
mere chiidrefl in theology j their learning a pigmy 
atttndard; (p. '32.*) their symbolic books, upon the 
model -of which bur Thirty-iiine Articles were 
' fiWraed, (Ammoh. Unvef. Einh. p. 49.) no mot^ 
snited to the refineid and elevated taste of the 
'ibflfidteenth eentury, thad the hoops and perivt^gs bt 
^ueen Anne's courtieril. (p. 79.) 
' "'Stueh, apon'Bretschneider's shewing, rsfhebr- 
tiiodDK, evangelic Protestantism of modern'' Gfer- 
nai^ r Tree,' he has endeavoured to draW aline 
of df^^arcafion befween it and that I^atitinaTisni 
"which Mfi. Rose has so powerfully exposed,' and 
which oar Apologist defends so zealously, atid '^cori 
dmere" But it is a distinction without a difference! 
■Ther^is a diversity of appellation, — some variance 
Ss^to^whether tevelation be mediate or pnmedidte ; 
v-valriance Whtdfa odr Apc^ogisi distinctly adiui^U 
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utterly 'iBsigiuGcaiit. (p< 24, eti^q.) Eaeh>|)Mtf 
jtpofeBsds to venerate the Bible as the aUmiaDdiOr 
faitb; and each, with equaj latitude} iQterpmtoitbftt 
Bible'solely ticcording' to:the unfetiliened.- anti-ieX- 
tnraiire fli^tb of*>'1reasoi." fiaoh spwiitB altfi^e 
'shiackles' of ere^cU and fotoiulaneej ikol^vij^ 
scriptBraUy.modirUed, however/vencr^ble-iibyj ai(- 
-ti^tnty 1 Each i confiidere i. iht > gospel, aystdin iWSi 
lsdektcd>'wki«h!mast progre^y. .oi| it&tr9@ra(i& iWitb 
all other .'^cicooes ornuta .wbhtfK>eveEi,'^i9«|k>g|r 
fceepiBg pitoe with iherapeut)Q8>. religion. witiiia$- 
reads^ amlsemtoDB fH^fltewit-eQgiwBl .■^:;>1 ^\/. 
" 'Gan wetheD:woiideT-at Mr. Hose.hsjvipgh^eigig- 
i&ted tlH^ <^«8 a fearful pesl^ vfiiioh thrffiteQ^tbp 
de^uetioD^f aU thatis deavy sacredj^dil^ia 
Chfi^aiuCy?" i. e. of all Hiosq " vti^s\<)fvfa. 
sUntding church" {artic$iH «&im^ e^f^esitp,)^^ 
which Wickliffe, Knox, and Lutherfop^htfiiW^ 
H»S8/ GraHiner, Ridley,- and Itatimet bl^ ^ i^ 
stake? Is not this, at least, otu of the Avai^fs.of 
.that Antichrist of infidelity, whom, with tht b^^st 
and. the false prophet, "the Lord shall co^sirai^ 
with ihe spirit of his mouth, and destroy' with tlie- 
InightDess (^ his coming ? " 

The Apologist, however, has charged Mr. Sme 
with partialityj in having formed his notioBs o€ 
German the<^ogy from certain authors, to ^e ex- 
clusion of others. " You ought, (says he, p. 71*^ 
to Cfmsult our tkeoiogical periodicals, in order to 
form your estBBale correctly." If die leara^ 
Apologist be willing to abide this test, then I, for 
one, fearlessly assert, that the picture of modeni 
German theology which ^se pei'iodiealft . ex- 
hibit, is even still more fearfully chained 4haa 
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Mr fi(}se's appalling sketch. I have befo^ me 
«ome vt^umes of the ablest and most extensively 
ijireulated of tbeae periodtoals, the ^' AUgepkeioB 
Kirehem»)tuHg'," to which I have already alluded, 
^^rd&ce, p. 2. note.) The editor d* f^t joumid> 
Dr. Zii&merman of DaroKtadt, thtmgh Dot iaolwiled 
fay name by the Apologist, atmoi^t the evaagetic 
Bretacfabeiderist and Annsoiust orthodox, breathes 
ocoasionaUy, at least, so coDgedial a spirit, that I 
besitate not to set him down as one of the " iUte" 
l%e very title pre6xed to hb rabid attack o& 
Mr. Rose, and the E^lish Episcopal church, is a 
foir speoimen of the style and spirit of the joamal 
itaeK. It is entitled, " The Hue cmd Cry of <m 
English Zions-fVatchman, Hugh Jcan^ Soatt 
M.A. agahtst the ProtesUaUtsm of Germany;" 
ahd it proceeds throQgh eight closely printed 
'qnarto pages' in a strain of foaming inveotive>-**-Mi 
faroAze and BilUnsgate out-Herpding both Anuncta 
and Bfetechneider ; and, if possible, sinking briow 
'their bathos in argument and ratiocination. I will 
'^'fiot' pollute these pages by any extracts ; Boffioe-it 
to say, that "adaringnessofdisbdief, and (almost) 
wantonness of blasphemy," in treating, of - Ite 
Holy Scriptures, perv^e every . page of that 
joimiid; a journal which (I speak; adTi&edly,) 'is 
one of the most influential, as being one of'tbe 
most' ably conducted, and expressing nost.the 
sentiments of the so-called '^OpthodoK'EnHigelio'" 
' Pr6te^tante <)f Germ&ny. And 4Wb, be.'it/reneoi- 
'beredj isoneof thesoaroes'to.which BtioteQhilei)i6r 
'lliihs«lf has referred nsfdr acMTeQt.eBtiHitei.of 
Oeinian Proteetantimn. ' 

Admitting, however^ that the Apologist has un- 
wittingly told us some truth, be has not told us tUl. 
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In vain does be assert, that his ." Evangelic Pro- 
testantism" is lord of the ascendant; we know 
that it is on the decline. And though he politely 
designates such men as Tholuck, Strauss, Henx- 
tenbei^, Schleiermaoher, &>c. as " blind zealots 
for all the theologumena of the symbolic books ;" 
as " men insignificant and contemptibtej fit only to 
be classed with the open denunciators of all ra- 
tional theology ; " or^ as Zimmerman says, " witii 
the frenzied self-crucifiers of Switzerland :** yet 
we know that such men are rising in public esti- 
mation ; that, through ^ir means, a better order 
of things has commenced, and is in active progress 
in Germany ; that the religion of Luther is again 
becoming tiie religion of Lutherans ; that the doo- 
tiines of the Fall, Original Sin, Atonement by the 
death of Christ, — justification by his righteousness, 
and sanctificatton by his Spirit, — doctrines which are 
the source and spring of all Christian ethics, as 
wdl as of peace and joy to the repentant soul ; 
that these, which are the Church-doctrines (because 
they are Bible-doctrines) of the Church of Kngland, 
are i^ain becoming the doctrines taught from the 
pulpits and professors' chairs once occupied by 
the glorious Reformers of the sixteenth century. 
May the blessing from on high crown the efforts of 
all those who would hasten a consummation so de- 
voutly to be wished by every subject of the Re- 
deemer's kingdom ! 

W. A. EVANSON. 

4, Jeffrey's Terrace, Kentish Town, Londun, 
Nov. 15, 18«7. 

ERRATUM. 

Preface, p. I, note, before RoseiiRiUlIer, rtad Rev. Mr. 
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